Religion and Politics: a Case Study. by Martin, Steve Alden
Louisiana State University
LSU Digital Commons
LSU Historical Dissertations and Theses Graduate School
1973
Religion and Politics: a Case Study.
Steve Alden Martin
Louisiana State University and Agricultural & Mechanical College
Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.lsu.edu/gradschool_disstheses
This Dissertation is brought to you for free and open access by the Graduate School at LSU Digital Commons. It has been accepted for inclusion in
LSU Historical Dissertations and Theses by an authorized administrator of LSU Digital Commons. For more information, please contact
gradetd@lsu.edu.
Recommended Citation
Martin, Steve Alden, "Religion and Politics: a Case Study." (1973). LSU Historical Dissertations and Theses. 2557.
https://digitalcommons.lsu.edu/gradschool_disstheses/2557
INFORMATION TO USERS
This material was produced from a microfilm copy of the original document. While 
the most advanced technological means to  photograph and reproduce this document 
have been used, the quality is heavily dependent upon the quality of the original 
submitted.
The following explanation of techniques is provided to  help you understand 
markings or patterns which may appear on this reproduction.
1 .The sign or "target" for pages apparently lacking from the document 
photographed is "Missing Page(s)". If it was possible to  obtain the missing 
page(s) or section, they are spliced into the film along with adjacent pages. 
This may have necessitated cutting thru an image and duplicating adjacent 
pages to  insure you complete continuity.
2. When an image on the film is obliterated with a large round black mark, it 
is an indication that the photographer suspected that the copy may have 
moved during exposure and thus cause a blurred image. You will find a 
good image of the page in the adjacent frame.
3. When a map, drawing or chart, etc., was part of the material being 
photographed the photographer followed a definite method in 
"sectioning" the material. It is customary to  begin photoing a t the upper 
left hand corner of a large sheet and to  continue photoing from left to 
right in equal sections with a small overlap. If necessary, sectioning is 
continued again —beginning below the first row and continuing on until 
complete.
4. The majority of users indicate th a t the textual content is of greatest value, 
however, a somewhat higher quality reproduction could be made from 
"photographs" if essential to  the understanding of the dissertation. Silver 
prints of "photographs" may be ordered at additional charge by writing 
the Order Department, giving die catalog number, title, author and 
specific pages you wish reproduced.
5. PLEASE NOTE: Some pages may have indistinct print. Filmed as 
received.
Xerox University Microfilms
300 North Z eeb Road
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48106
74-18,353
MARTIN, Steve Alden, 1937- 
RELIGION AND POLITICS: A CASE STUDY.
The Louisiana S ta te  University and A gricultural 
and Mechanical C ollege, Ph.D ., 1973 
P o l i t i c a l  S c ien ce , general
University Microfilms, A XEROXCompany, Ann Arbor, Michigan
THIS DISSERTATION HAS BEEN MICROFILMED EXACTLY AS RECEIVED.
RELIG IO N  AND PO L IT IC S: A CASE STUDY
A D is s e r ta t io n
S u b m itted  to  th e  G ra d u a te  F a c u lty  of th e  
L o u is ia n a  S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  and  
A g r ic u l tu ra l  and  M e ch a n ica l C o llege  
in  p a r t i a l  fu lf il lm e n t of the  
r e q u ir e m e n ts  fo r  th e  d e g re e  of 
D o c to r of P h ilo so p h y
in
T h e  D e p a r tm e n t of P o l i t ic a l  S c ien ce
by
S teve  A ld en  M a rtin
B. A. , S o u th w e s te rn  a t  M em p h is , 1959 
M. D iv. , U nion T h e o lo g ic a l S e m in a ry , 1952 
D e c e m b e r , 1973
ACKNOW LEDGMENTS
I w ish  to e x p re s s  m y a p p re c ia tio n  to P r o f e s s o r  R ene 
W illiam so n , c h u rc h m an  and sc h o la r , f r ie n d  and  te a c h e r ,  f ro m  whom  
I have  le a rn e d  m uch . I am  lik e w ise  ind eb ted  to  P r o f e s s o r  C ecil 
E ubanks who, along w ith  P ro f e s s o r  W illiam son , rev iew ed  th is  d i s ­
s e r ta t io n . ' T h e ir  c o n s tru c tiv e  c r i t ic i s m  he lped  g re a tly  and  such 
e r r o r s  a s  re m a in  a r e  e n tire ly  m y own.
The D e p a rtm e n t of P o li t ic a l  S c ience  a t  L o u is ia n a  S ta te  
U n iv e rs ity  g e n e ro u s ly  su p p o rted  m e  d u rin g  th e  e a r ly  y e a r s  o f m y 
study  th e re , and  I sh a ll a lw ay s b e  in  th e ir  d eb t.
F in a lly , I am  g ra te fu l  to m y w ife H erv ey  and  m y c h ild re n  
J e a n  and C a th e r in e  who g o o d -n a tu re d ly  en d u red  the  w hole p ro c e s s .
TA BLE O F CONTENTS
P ag e
ACK N O W LED G M EN TS................................................................................  i i
ABSTRACT ........................................................................................................  v
C H A PTER
I. INTRODUCTION: TH E PR O B L EM  AND
THE M ETH O D O LO G Y .........................................................  1
The P r o b l e m ......................................................................   . 2
M e th o d o lo g y ...........................................................................   13
M odel B u ild ing   ...........................................  13
C o n tem p o ra ry  A n a ly s is   .................................  15
II. TH E NIEBUHRIAN M O D E L S ............................................  19
C h r is t  A g a in s t C u l t u r e ....................................................  19
T he C h r is t  of C u l t u r e .........................................................  23
C h r is t  A bove C u l t u r e .........................................................  31
C h r is t  and  C u ltu re  in  P a r a d o x ......................................  35
C h r is t , T he T ra n s fo rm e r  of C u l t u r e ........................ 41
III. PO LITICS O F ACCOMMODATION . . . . . . . .  50
IV. PO LITIC S O F TRA N SFO R M A TIO N ................................... 74
V. PO LITIC S AS P A R A D O X ...................................................... 91
T able  of C onten ts (continued)
CH A PTER P age
VI. A REVIEW  O F THE L IT E R A T U R E ....................................  106
VII. C O N C L U S IO N ............................................................................... 120
B IB LIO G R A PH Y .................................................................................................. 130
A PPEN D IX  I: CLERGY CENSUS D A T A ............................................ 156
A PPEN D IX  II: GUIDE TO FOCUSED IN T E R V IE W ......................  173
A PPEN D IX  III: AN AFFIRM A TIO N  O F BASIC RELIGIOUS
PR IN C IPL E S, MAY, 1 9 6 1 ....................................  177
V I T A ............................ ..................................... .... ..........................................179
iv
ABSTRACT
In th e  su m m er of 1969, th re e  b lack  ju v en ile s  w e re  sho t by 
B aton  R ouge p o licem en  w hile co m m ittin g  m isd e m e a n o rs . C lergym en  
began  a s e r ie s  of m ee tin g s to p lan  s tra te g y  fo r  effecting  re fo rm  of 
the  p o lice  d e p a rtm e n t. A fte r so m e  d isc u ss io n , i t  w as decided  th a t 
th e  m o st e ffec tiv e  way of p re s s in g  fo r  change would be by p e rsu ad in g  
th e  b u s in e s s  and in d u s tr ia l  le a d e rs h ip  to ap p ro ach  the  M ayor on the 
m a t te r .  T h ese  peop le  w e re  id en tified  and a p p ro a ch e d  and s e v e ra l 
a tten d ed  a few  m ee tin g s . The s tra te g y  deem ed  e ffec tiv e  fo r  p o litic a l 
change by c le rg y m e n  w as m an ipu la tion  of the econom ic s t ru c tu re  of 
th e  com m unity . T his c o n tra s te d  to  the  p ro c e d u re  fo llow ed in  1961 
du rin g  an  e ffo r t to  d ism a n tle  pub lic  educa tion  in  L o u is ian a  r a th e r  
th an  in te g ra te  the  sch o o ls . A t th a t tim e , c le rg y m e n  in  the  sam e 
com m un ity  sough t to  e ffe c t the  b eh av io r of public  o ffic ia ls  by issu in g  
a  public s ta te m e n t w r it te n  in  h igh ly  n o rm ativ e , th eo lo g ica l language. 
T h is  sh ift o ccasio n ed  s e v e ra l  q u e s tio n s . How do c le rg y m e n  view  
th e ir  ro le  a s  a g en ts  in  so c ia l ch an g e?  W hat is  the p e rc e iv e d  r e l a ­
tio n sh ip  b e tw een  re lig io n  and p o li t ic s ?  Why is  th e  sh ift in  m ethod ­
ology fo r  e ffec tin g  change  tak ing  p la c e ?
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In  o rd e r  to g e t a t th e se  q u e s tio n s , I id en tified  by rep u ta tio n a l 
tech n iq u e  tw enty  c le rg y m e n  p e rc e iv e d  by th e ir  c o llea g u es  in  th e ir  
own e c c le s ia s t ic a l  t r a d itio n  a s  opinion m o ld e rs . T h ese  m en w e re  
then  in te rv ie w e d  in  depth  on the  c h u rc h -c u ltu re  re la tio n sh ip . In 
o rd e r  to  o rg a n iz e  th e  d a ta  a cc u m u la te d , five  m o d e ls  w e re  co -o p ted  
fro m  R ich a rd  N ie b u h r 's  book, C h r is t  and C u ltu re . T he m odels a re :  
(a) C h r is t  a g a in s t c u ltu re , (b) C h r is t  of c u ltu re , (c) C h r is t  above 
c u ltu re , (d) C h r is t  and c u ltu re  in  p a rad o x , and (e) C h r is t  the t r a n s ­
fo rm e r  of c u ltu re . The m odels  w e re  d e sc r ib e d  a s  a b s t r a c t  co n ­
s t ru c ts  and  then  i l lu s t r a te d  f ro m  the  A m e ric a n  p o lit ic a l  tra d itio n . 
The d a ta  g a th e re d  fro m  the  in te rv ie w s  w e re  then  in te g ra te d  w ith  the 
m odels  c o n s tru c te d . T h re e  h y p o th eses  e m e rg ed .
1. The c le rg y m e n  in te rv ie w e d  b e lie v e  th a t th e  chu rch  
re f le c ts  c u ltu ra l  v a lu e s .
2. They b e lie v e  th a t the ch u rch  ought to b e  tra n s fo rm in g  
c u ltu re , bu t i s ,  in  fac t, p o w e rle s s  to do so .
3. The d icho tom y be tw een  the c h u rc h 's  o p e ra tio n a l and 
n o rm a tiv e  ro le s  p ro d u c e s  in  ind iv idua l c le rg y m e n  an  
a ttitu d e  d e sc r ib e d  a s  p a ra d o x ic a l.
The re m a in in g  two m o d e ls - -C h r is t  above  c u ltu re  and  C h r is t  v e rs u s  
c u l tu r e - -w e re  no t v iew ed a s  having  any  a p p lica b ility  to the A m e ric a n  
sc en e .
v i
E ach  of th e se  h y p o th eses w as developed  in  an ind iv idua l 
c h a p te r . E c c le s ia s t ic a l  tra d itio n , re lig io u s  orthodoxy, r a c e  and 
ag e  did no t change th is  v iew  of th e  c h u rc h -c u ltu ra l  re la tio n sh ip  ap ­
p re c ia b ly . T h is u n ifo rm ity , to g e th e r  w ith  the con ten t o f th e  in te r ­
v iew s, led  to  the  co n clu sio n  th a t th e  p r im a ry  so u rc e  of the  c le rg y ­
m e n 's  co n cep tu a l a p p a ra tu s  is  not th eo lo g ica lly  d e riv ed ; r a th e r ,  its  
ro o ts  a r e  p r im a r i ly  in  the  A m e ric a n  l ib e r a l  trad itio n .
In th e  six th  c h a p te r  of the  study, I rev iew ed  the m o s t c u r r e n t  
l i te r a tu r e  on the  su b je c t of re lig io n  and p o lit ic s  in  an  e ffo r t to see  if  
the  g e n e ra liz a tio n s  re a c h e d  in  B aton  Rouge had  any le g itim a c y  o u t­
side  th is  re g io n . W hile to m y know ledge no s im ila r  p ro je c ts  have 
been  done, r e s e a r c h  in  o th e r  so c ia l s c ie n c e s  on s im ila r  i s s u e s  lends 
c re d ib ili ty  to the  co n c lu sio n s  re a c h e d  h e re .
As f a r  a s  the sh if t  in  m ethodology of so c ia l change is  con­
c e rn e d , m y co n clu sio n  is  th a t in s titu tio n a l re lig io n  la rg e ly  is  
re f le c tiv e  of i t s  c u ltu re  and , th e re fo re ,  the  sh if t fro m  1961 to the 
p re s e n t  day is  to be accoun ted  fo r  in  the  c u ltu ra l  d r if t  aw ay fro m  
p o lit ic s  a s  a n  e ffec tive  m ean s of p o s itiv e  s o c ia l  change and a  r e tu rn  
to a m o re  in w a rd , in d iv id u a l, p e s s im is t ic  v iew  of the p o s s ib i l i t ie s  
of c re a tiv e  so c ia l change th rough  the p o lit ic a l  p ro c e s s .
In  th e  end, I e x p re s s  the opinion th a t the  is s u e s  we fac e  in  
c o n te m p o ra ry  A m e ric a n  c u ltu re  a r e  q u estio n s  of b a s ic  hum an  v a lu e s .
I in d ic a te  my co n v ic tio n  th a t th o se  who s tru g g le  w ith v a lu e s  can  
le a r n  m uch fro m  the  Ju d e o -C h r is t ia n  v iew  of th ings. I  a lso  e x p re s s  
m y find ings th a t such  d is c u s s io n s  w ill not go on in  o rd in a ry  e c c le s i ­
a s t ic a l  s t ru c tu re s  a s  I c am e  to  know them  in  th is  study .
v iii
C H A PT ER  I
INTRODUCTION: TH E PR O B LEM  
AND TH E METHODOLOGY
In a n  a r t ic le  in  the  A tlan tic  M onthly , Don W akefield  r e c a l ls
C. W righ t M ills ' a g g ra v a tio n  a t  a  tendency  in  h is  c o llea g u es  to 
g a th e r  m uch  e m p ir ic a l  d a ta  on in s ig n if ic a n t is s u e s .  "T ak e  It B ig" 
w as the  ad v ice  h e  gave h is  s tu d e n ts . T h e re  is  a  se n se  in  w hich  th is  
d is s e r ta t io n  fo llow s th a t  d ic tu m . I t  is  a  c a se  study on a  p e re n n ia l  
is su e :  an  i s s u e  p re s e n t  in  p o lit ic a l  s c ie n c e  s in ce  T h ray sy m a ch u s  
and  m oved  to the  fo re f ro n t  of th e  s o c ia l  s c ie n c e s  by M arx . I t  h a s  to 
do w ith m a te r ia l i s t ic  and  id e a lis t ic  in te rp re ta t io n s  of h is to ry . Do 
id e a s  p ro v id e  the  d y n am ism  th a t m o v es so c ie ty  to change o r  a r e  
th ey  s im p ly  th e  s u p e r s t ru c tu re ,  th e  in v en tio n  of th e  ru lin g  c la s s  to 
m a in ta in  i ts  s u p e r io r i ty ?  Is  h is to ry  m oved along  by the  c o n flic t of 
econom ic  c la s s e s  o r  i s  i t  in  fa c t to  be  u n d e rs to o d  by com prehend ing  
th e  id e a s  th a t g r ip  th e  m inds of m en ?
We m u s t a lso  a sk  if  th e s e  two d iffe rin g  in te rp re ta t io n s  of 
h is to r ic a l  m ovem en t a r e  m u tu a lly  ex c lu s iv e . Is  th e re  som e v a lid ity
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in  both H egel and M arx , som e se n se  in  w hich  so c ia l change i s  too 
com plex  to be u n d e rs to o d  by th ese  two c a te g o r ie s  a lo n e ?
If, how ever, th e  is s u e  i s  p e re n n ia l, the  lo cu s  of the  study is  
lim ite d . My in ten tio n  is  to look a t  one com m unity  and  a t  one p r o f e s ­
s io n a l g roup  w ith in  th a t com m unity  and, th rough  in -d ep th  in te rv ie w s , 
to  g e n e ra liz e  w ith so m e  c e r ta in ty  about the  id eo lo g ies  upon w hich 
they  ac t.
The P ro b le m
T h is study h a s  se re n d ip itio u s  beg inn ings. In  1969, th re e  
b lack  ju v en ile  ro b b e ry  su sp e c ts  w e re  k ille d  by p o lice  in  B aton  Rouge, 
L o u is ian a . T he ju s tif ic a tio n , o r  la c k  of i t ,  is  not the  is s u e  h e re . 
W hat is  a t is s u e  is  th a t  a g roup  of c le rg y m e n  fro m  the  com m unity  
s e t  out to re fo rm  the  B aton  Rouge p o lice  d ep a rtm e n t.
F o u r te e n  c le rg y m e n  and th re e  lay m en  a tten d ed  a m eeting  
c a lle d  by an  A ng lican  p r i e s t  in  O c to b er, 1969- The s itu a tio n  in  the 
p o lic e  d e p a r tm e n t w as d e sc r ib e d  by a  n ew sp ap erm an  who he ld  a  high 
p o s itio n  in  the  lo c a l p r e s s .  A cco rd ing  to h im , the  shooting  of 
" lo o te r s "  by  p o lice  w as condoned by the  w h ite  pow er s t ru c tu re .  A 
law  p ro fe s s o r  com m ented  th a t su ch  a c ts  a r e  in  v io la tio n  of the  p o lice  
d e p a r tm e n t 's  re g u la tio n s  and the law s of the  s ta te . It should  be 
no ted  th a t the shooting  involved  ro b b e ry  su sp e c ts  and  th a t none of 
th e  in c id en ts  could  b e  t r a c e d  to any ra c ia l ly  m o tiv a ted  d is o rd e r .
T he co n sen su s  of th e  m ee tin g  w as th a t a d is tin c tio n  be tw een  " lo o te rs "
3
and "b lack  b u r g le r s "  w as exceed ing ly  b lu r r e d  in  the  m inds of the 
p o lic e .
A fte r m uch d isc u ss io n , th r e e  c o m m itte e s  w e re  appo in ted .
One c o m m ittee  w as to w r ite  to o th e r  c i t ie s  fo r  in fo rm a tio n  re g a rd in g  
p ro g ra m s  dealing  w ith  the  re la tio n sh ip s  be tw een  p o lice  and  the  c o m ­
m un ity . The seco n d  c o m m ittee  w as to  s e le c t  le a d e r s  f ro m  the 
b u s in e s s  com m unity  and  in v ite  them  to  a tten d  m ee tin g s  on the m a tte r .  
It w as b e liev ed  th a t the  p r e s e n t  g roup  had  too m any c le rg y m e n  and 
w as too id en tified  w ith  L o u is ia n a  S ta te  U n iv e rs ity . T he p eop le  ch o sen  
w e re  to b e  of su ff ic ie n t in flu en ce  to com m and  th e  a tten tio n  of the 
p o w er s tru c tu re .  T he th ird  c o m m itte e  w as to e x p lo re  the  p o ss ib il i ty  
of ga in ing  the  a tte n tio n  of the n a tio n a l new s m ed ia .
T h ese  d e c is io n s  w e re  re a c h e d  a f te r  p ro lo n g ed  debate .
B en ea th  the s u r fa c e  of the  d is c u s s io n  w as the  i s s u e  of the  e ffe c tiv e ­
n e s s  of n o rm a tiv e  id e a s . One p a r t ic ip a n t  po in ted  ou t th a t in  1961, 
d u rin g  a  sp e c ia l s e s s io n  of th e  L o u is ian a  le g is la tu re  c a lle d  to 
c o n s id e r  c lo s ing  pub lic  sc h o o ls , f i f ty - th re e  B aton  Rouge c le rg y m e n  
p u b lish ed  "An A ff irm a tio n  of B a s ic  R e lig io u s P r in c ip le s "  condem ning 
r a c i s m  on re lig io u s  g rounds and  opposing  e ffo r ts  to  c lo se  public  
sc h o o ls  on th o se  sa m e  g ro u n d s. T he language  w as h igh ly  n o rm a tiv e  
(See A ppendix 111). I t  w as h e ld  th a t  th is  w as e ffe c tiv e  in  help ing  
o th e r  g ro u p s to sp eak  out, w ith  th e  r e s u l t  th a t th e ir  schoo ls  w e re  
no t c lo se d . W ould such  a  p ro c e d u re , i t  w as a sk e d , b e  he lp fu l h e re ?
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A ll c le rg y m e n  p re s e n t  re p lie d  in  the  n eg a tiv e  and  w ith  obvious co n ­
v ic tio n . The la y m e n  sa id  nothing. T he re a s o n  g iven  w as tha t 
c le rg y m e n  have lim ite d  in fluence  and th a t econom ic  pow er w as re a l ly  
needed  to  change the p o lic e  d e p a r tm e n t. It w as a s s e r te d  th a t the 
M ayor and the C h ief of P o lic e  w ould sco ff a t  c le rg y m e n , bu t would be 
co m p elled  to l is te n  to  the  le a d e rs  of the  b u s in e s s  and in d u s tr ia l  c o m ­
m unity . T he p a r t ic ip a n t  who had  r a is e d  the  q u estio n  a sk ed  if th e re  
w as no t such a  th ing  a s  m o ra l  su asio n . T h is  e lic ite d  som e h o s tili ty  
on the  p a r t  of o th e r  c le rg y m e n  who re g a rd e d  h im  a s  naive  and 
u n aw are  of the  fo rc e s  w hich m ake fo r  change.
One of the  o b je c ts  of th is  study  i s  to d isc o v e r  why the p r e c e ­
d en t of 1961 w as so  po in ted ly  ig n o red . O bviously  th is  i s  a  new g roup  
of c le rg y m e n . J u s t  a s  obv iously , the r a c ia l  is s u e  is  no t the  c e n tra l  
m o ra l  and  p o lit ic a l i s s u e  i t  w as in  1961, b u t th e se  a r e  o b se rv a tio n s , 
not ex p lan a tio n s . T h e ir  d isd a in  fo r  n o rm a tiv e  th eo lo g ica l sym bols 
a s  in s tru m e n ts  of s o c ia l  change se em e d  obv ious. T he r e s e a r c h  fo r  
th is  p ro je c t  i s  d e s ig n ed  to  find  out if  th a t ju d g m en t i s  c o r r e c t  and, 
if so , why.
The second  m ee tin g  w as h e ld  the  nex t w eek. T h e re  w e re  
th ir te e n  c le rg y m e n  and f if te e n  lay m en  p re s e n t ,  am ong whom  w e re  
s e v e ra l  m en  who o ccup ied  high p o s itio n s  in  lo c a l b u s in e s s  and 
in d u s try . A m in is te r  who had b een  a sk e d  to  s e rv e  a s  "c o n v e n e r"  of 
the g ro u p  su m m a riz e d  the p re v io u s  m ee tin g . A  b lack  lay m an  ta lk ed
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a t  len g th  about the  te m p e r  of the  b la c k  com m unity , w hich he  p e rc e iv e d  
a s  be ing  exceed ing ly  h o s tile . L engthy d isc u ss io n  follow ed abou t r e ­
v is in g  the  po lice  m anua l, p sy ch o lo g ica l te s tin g  fo r  a p p lica n ts  to the 
p o lic e  fo rc e , in te g ra tio n  of p o lic e  u n its  and  t ig h te r  a d m in is tra t iv e  
c o n tro ls  o v e r the  d e p a rtm e n t. A b lac k  m e m b e r  of the  g roup  c o m ­
m en ted  on the q u a lity  of p o licem en . A w h ite  law y e r sa id  th a t the  
M a y o r 's  s ta te m e n t in  re g a rd  to a  p o lic e m a n 's  r ig h t  to shoot a  s u s ­
p e c t w as in  e r r o r .  The e n tire  m ee ting  was. m a rk e d  w ith a h igh  
a n x ie ty  leve l. The "co n v e n e r"  had  d ifficu lty  in  co n tro llin g  s id e  
c o n v e rsa tio n s  and in te r ru p tio n s . A b la c k  d e n tis t , looking a c r o s s  
the  ta b le  a t  w hite b u s in e ssm e n  and c le rg y m e n , sa id  th a t the p o lic e  
d e p a r tm e n t could  be changed if  the  M ayor could b e  a s s u re d  th a t the 
"good peop le"  of the  com m unity  would su p p o rt h im  p o litic a lly  in  the 
change . The only d e c is io n  m ade  a t  th is  m eeting  w as one to b ro a d e n  
the sco p e  of the p a r t ic ip a n ts  by re c ru i t in g  m e m b e rs  fro m  the  p r o ­
fe s s io n a l  a s so c ia t io n s  and la b o r  un ions. A no ther m eeting  w as 
sch ed u led  to d is c u s s  the  m o s t e ffec tiv e  m eans of p re s s u r in g  the  
M ayor fo r  changes in  the d e p a rtm e n t.
The m ee tin g  b ro k e  up in  a m ood of f ru s t ra t io n . The only  
d e c is io n  th a t had  b e en  m ade w as to ta lk  fu r th e r .  One c le rg y m a n  
co m m en ted  to a n o th e r , "I c a n 't  say  any th ing  abou t th is  fro m  the 
p u lp it. T hey 'd  ru n  m e out. " A  b lack  m e m b e r f e l t  th a t a ll  th a t w as
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e v e r done abou t r a c ia l  is s u e s  w as ta lk  and e x p re sse d  the  conv ic tion  
th a t ta lk  w a s  getting  m o re  u se le s s  a l l  the  tim e .
O nly th ir te e n  p eop le  a p p e a re d  a t  the th ird  m ee ting  and  a l l  but 
fo u r w e re  c le rg y m e n . S till, th is  w as a  p ivo ta l m ee tin g  fo r  the  
d ire c tio n  of the  group, fo r  i t  d e a lt  e n tire ly  w ith  a  cho ice  of m eth o d ­
ology fo r  in fluencing  th e  M ayor and th e  C hief of P o lic e . The sen se  
of the  m e e tin g  w as th a t th e  d ifficu lty  la y  w ith the  qua lity  o f m en  on 
the  p o lic e  fo rc e  and th a t  th e  M ayor an d  C hief w ould fa v o r re fo rm  if 
they  cou ld  be  a s s u re d  of w ide co m m u n ity  su p p o rt. W ith so m uch  
em p h a sis  on  "law  and  o r d e r ,  " i t  w as f e l t  th a t the  M ayor w as too 
fr ig h te n e d  to  push  fo r  change. I t  w as h e ld  th a t th e  P o lic e m a n 's  
B enevo len t A sso c ia tio n  w as r a c i s t  in  m akeup  and would s t r ik e  if  any 
e ffo r ts  w e re  m ade to in te g ra te  the  p a tro ls  o r  d isc ip lin e  the  o ff ic e rs  
involved in  th e  shooting . A  copy of th e  p o lice  m an u a l w as p roduced  
and i t  w as f e l t  th a t the m an u a l i t s e l f  a d eq u a te ly  c o v e re d  such  s i tu a ­
tio n s , bu t th a t  i t  w as ig n o re d . The b lac k  d e n tis t ag a in  vo iced  the  
opinion th a t  the  M ayor needed  to  be  a s s u r e d  of the  su p p o rt of the  
w hite  co m m u n ity . He f e l t  c le rg y m e n  should  p re a c h  on the su b je c t 
and  in fo rm  th e i r  co n g reg a tio n s  of the  p ro b le m s an d  e lic i t  th e ir  su p ­
p o r t. A w h ite  o il com pany  execu tive  a g re e d  and added , "I d o n 't  
b e lie v e  th a t m in is te r s  a r e  n e a r ly  a s  a g g re s s iv e  o r  a s  e ffec tiv e  a s  
they  could  b e . You w ie ld  g re a t  pow er in  the com m unity , bu t you 
d o n 't r e a l iz e  the  e ffec t i t  would have  if  you re a lly  b ro u g h t i t  to  b e a r ."
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A c le rg y m a n  fe l t  th a t p r e s s u r e  should  be ap p lied  f ro m  a  b ro ad  
sp e c tru m  of the  com m unity  an d  su g g ested  appea ling  to the C h am b er 
of C o m m erce . A no ther c le rg y m a n  knew  of a p ro fe s s o r  a t  L o u is ian a  
S ta te  U n iv e rs ity  who re c e n tly  conducted  a  hum an re la tio n s  tra in in g  
p ro g ra m  fo r  the  M em phis p o lice  d e p a r tm e n t and su g g ested  th a t th is  
p ro g ra m  be  in v e s tig a te d  fo r  B aton  Rouge. He a lso  f e l t  th a t a l l  c a n ­
d id a te s  fo r  the fo rc e  should have  p sy ch o lo g ica l t e s ts .  The g roup  
w ould a p p ro a ch  the M ayor w ith  th e  id ea  th a t they a l l  w anted B aton  
Rouge to have  " the  b e s t  p o lic e  d e p a r tm e n t in  the  na tion , " bu t who 
should go to the  M ayor?  A c le rg y m a n  no ted  th a t the  C h am b er of 
C o m m e rce  had a  co m m ittee  in  w hose c a te g o ry  of c o n c e rn  such  a 
ta sk  could  be p laced .
A no ther c le rg y m a n  o b se rv e d  th a t the  B aton  Rouge M in is te r ia l  
A sso c ia tio n  w as too d iv e rs e  and  could  be  of no u se . It w as f e l t  th a t 
the  H um an R e la tio n s  C ouncil w ould be a  " re d  f la g "  and should no t be 
used . T he o il com pany  ex ecu tiv e  go t up to leav e  the m ee ting  and did 
so w ith  the  co m m en t, " I 'm  not s a t is f ie d  th a t the c le rg y  h as  liv e d  up 
to i ts  o p p o rtu n itie s . "
A fte r he  le f t, a  c le rg y m a n  su g g ested  th a t a  copy of the  p s y ­
c h o lo g is t 's  study be se c u re d  and th a t he be a sk ed  to be  p re s e n t  a t  the 
nex t m ee tin g . It w as fin a lly  d ec id ed  th a t the  o il com pany ex ecu tiv e  
(who had  d ep a rted )  and a  b lack  (yet to be d esigna ted ) and a  p ro m in e n t 
law y e r (a lso  a b se n t a t  the m eeting ) should  a p p ro a ch  the  M ayor abou t
p o lice  r e fo rm . A gain, I th ink i t  is  to be  noted th a t no c le rg y m a n  
v o lu n te e re d  fo r  th is  job  and the one who w as ask ed  to  s e rv e  in  th is  
c ap a c ity  d ec lin ed  to do so. The M ayor w as to be le f t  w ith  a  ch o ice . 
The g roup  would speak  out pu b lic ly  an d  the  M ayor could  a p p e a r  to 
have  b e e n  fo rc e d  to a c t  under p r e s s u r e .  O r, he could  push  fo r  
r e fo rm  f i r s t  and  the  g roup  w ould th e n  sp eak  to su p p o rt h im .
A n o th er m ee tin g  w as sch ed u led  and  the c le rg y  w e re  a sk e d  lay 
the " c o n v e n e r"  to re m a in . F e e lin g s  o f g u ilt w ere  e x p re s s e d  o v er 
th e  la y m a n 's  a c c u sa tio n . It w as d ec id ed  th a t s e v e ra l  of th em  would 
m ee t fo r  lunch  to d is c u s s  "m o b iliz a tio n  of the c le rg y . " The luncheon  
m ee tin g  began  w ith a d m iss io n s  of g u ilt and e m b a r ra s s m e n t . "We 
have b een  a c c u se d  of being  h y p o c r i t ic a l .  We w ant o th e r s  to take  a  
s tan d  bu t w e w on 't. " I t  w as d ec id ed  to a s k  a  c le rg y m a n  p re s e n t  to 
d raw  up a  s ta te m e n t ca llin g  fo r  " ju s t ic e . " It w as f e l t  su ch  a s ta te ­
m en t m igh t enab le  o th e rs  to tak e  a  p o s itio n  on the m a t te r .
T he sam e m in is te r  w as a sk e d  to  in fo rm  the B a to n  Rouge 
M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n  th a t such  a  s ta te m e n t would be  d raw n  up and 
th a t th o se  who w ish ed  to  sign  i t  would b e  inv ited  to do so . The s ta te ­
m en t w as f ra m e d  in  a "p o s itiv e  m a n n e r . " No one w as to  be  
" in d ic ted . " I t  w as s im p ly  to s ta te  th a t a  r a c ia l  p ro b le m  e x is te d  and  
th a t the  la c k  o f co m m u n ica tio n  cou ld  c a u se  g re a t  d ifficu lty . The 
b e s t  p la c e  to s t a r t  "d ia lo g u e"  w ould b e  th e  c h u rc h es . T he  qu estio n
of w hen the s ta te m e n t w ould be m ade pub lic  w as le f t undecided  p e n d ­
ing the  ad v ice  of the l a r g e r  g roup .
The d esig n a ted  m in is te r  d id  sp eak  fo r  fiv e  m in u tes  b e fo re  th e  
B aton R ouge M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n . He c la im e d  th a t a  s ta te m e n t 
f ro m  the  c le rg y  in  1961 had  b een  in s tru m e n ta l  in  p rev e n tin g  the  
c lo s u re  of public sch o o ls . He sa id  th a t w e w e re  in  a  c r i s i s  s itu a tio n  
ag a in  and th a t the  lay m en  had  a c c u se d  the  c le rg y m e n  of e x c e ss iv e  
tim id ity . The c le rg y m e n  p re s e n t  w e re  in v ited  to p a r t ic ip a te  in  the 
c r i s i s  by sign ing  a  docum ent y e t to be  p ro d u ced . T h e re  w e re  
tw e n ty -se v e n  c le rg y m e n  p re s e n t .  E x cep t fo r  th o se  a lre a d y  involved  
in  th ese  m ee tin g s , only two o th e rs  e x p re s s e d  any d e s i r e  to sign  any 
such  s ta te m e n t. A fte r  th is , the c le rg y m a n  who had  re c e n tly  com e 
to a la rg e  P ro te s ta n t  c h u rc h  spoke to the  g roup  on the  " C r is i s  in  th e  
M in is try . " He m ad e  no re fe re n c e  to the  r a c ia l  s itu a tio n .
T he fo u rth  g e n e ra l m ee tin g  a tte m p te d  to  a r t ic u la te  the p ro p o sa l 
th a t the c o m m ittee  of "p ro m in e n t c it iz e n s "  a lre a d y  m en tioned  should  
ta lk  to  the  M ayor. I t  w as d ec id ed  th a t the  se c tio n  of the  m anual co n ­
c e rn in g  the  u se  of f i r e a r m s  and dead ly  fo rc e  shou ld  be re v is e d  a f te r  
th e  fa sh io n  of a  s im ila r  s e c tio n  in  the m an u a l o f the  New O rlean s  
p o lice  d e p a rtm e n t, and th a t the M a y o r 's  a tte n tio n  be c a lle d  to two 
r e c e n t  s tu d ies : The L o u is ian a  C o m p reh en siv e  Law  E n fo rc em e n t 
P la n , p u b lish ed  by the p lann ing  agency  of the  L o u is ian a  C o m m issio n  
on Law  E n fo rc em e n t; and a  Study of P o lic e  D e p a rtm en ts  in  L o u is ian a ,
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p u b lish ed  by the  F ie ld  O p e ra tio n s  D iv is ion  of th e  In te rn a tio n a l 
A sso c ia tio n  of C h iefs  of P o lic e . A c o m m itte e  w as appo in ted  to a p ­
p ro a c h  the  c itize n s , who w e re  to be a sk ed  to  a p p ro a ch  the M ayor w ith 
th e s e  p ro p o sa ls . The group a lso  appo in ted  a  su b co m m ittee  to  p re p a re  
a  p ro g ra m  of hum an  re la tio n s  tra in in g  fo r  th e  com m unity . T he fa c e ts  
of tra in in g  should  inc lude: (1) f r ie n d sh ip  d ia logue  g ro u p s, (2) change 
a g e n t tra in in g  la b s , (3) com m unity  in fluence  and  le a d e rs h ip  in s t i tu te s ,  
and  (4) sp e c ia l g ro u p  c o n fe ren c es  fo r  e d u c a to rs , h e a lth  w o rk e rs , 
la w y e rs , p o lice , e tc .
A t the fifth  g e n e ra l m ee tin g , two r e p o r ts  w e re  h e a rd . The 
c o m m ittee  appo in ted  to  p e rsu a d e  the  o il com pany execu tive  to a p p ro a ch  
th e  M ayor re p o r te d  th a t he  had d ec lin ed . He f e l t  th a t th e  p ro p o se d  
g ro u p  of th re e  w ould no t r e p r e s e n t  su ffic ie n t pow er and th a t nothing 
w ould be  a c c o m p lish e d . He su g g ested  th a t the  m a t te r  be  r e f e r r e d  to 
th e  execu tive  c o m m itte e  of the  C h am b er of C o m m e rc e . T he p u rp o se  
of th is  w as to s e c u re  a  b ro ad  b a se  of su p p o rt. T he c o m m itte e  s tu d y ­
in g  the  hum an r e la t io n s  tra in in g  p ro je c t  b e liev ed  th a t an  ’’o u ts id e "  
g ro u p  should sp o n so r  i t .  M any g ro u p s w e re  c o n s id e re d  and  i t  w as 
d ec id ed  to a p p ro a ch  th e  C ulf South R e se a rc h  C ouncil, the  P ub lic  
A ffa ir s  R e se a rc h  C ouncil and th e  C ouncil fo r  a  B e tte r  L o u is ian a  
abou t the  p ro je c t.
The c o m m itte e  re p o r te d  th a t i t  had  co n ta c ted  th e se  th re e  
g ro u p s . A ll w e re  in te re s te d  in  the  p ro je c t ,  b u t funds w e re  lack ing .
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It w as decided  th a t the  a p p ro p r ia te  sp o n so r shou ld  be the C h am b er of 
C o m m e rc e  in  co o p e ra tio n  w ith  the  D iv ision  of C ontinuing E duca tion  
a t L o u is ia n a  S ta te  U n iv e rs ity , w hich, i t  w as hoped, w ould p rov ide  
funds if  the C h am b er re q u e s te d  them . T he D ire c to r  of the  C ham ber 
of C o m m e rce  had  b een  co n tac ted  and a g re e d  to  take  the m a tte r  
b e fo re  h is  E x ecu tiv e  C o m m ittee .
The s ix th  g e n e ra l m ee tin g  m et to h e a r  re p o r ts  f ro m  the 
h um an  re la tio n s  p ro je c t  c o m m itte e . The C h a m b e r of C o m m e rce  
E x ecu tiv e  C o m m ittee  had a g re e d  to su b m it th e  p ro p o sa l to the  e n tire  
b o a rd  of d i r e c to r s .  The p ro je c t  would have to have the en d o rsem e n t 
of som e " a p p ro p r ia te "  s ta te  c o m m ittee  b e fo re  the D iv ision  of Con­
tinu ing  E d u ca tio n  could  fund the  p ro je c t. T h is  w as v iew ed a s  a 
p o te n tia l ro ad b lo ck , bu t s in ce  funds would no t be  a v a ilab le  fo r  som e 
m on ths, i t  w as d ec id ed  to p ro c e e d  w ith the p lanning . I t  w as a lso  
re p o r te d  th a t a  g ro u p  fro m  th e  U n ita rian  C h u rch  had b een  su c c e ss fu l 
in  having a  b lack  p sy ch o lo g is t f ro m  S ou thern  U n iv e rs ity  included  in  
the  tra in in g  p ro g ra m  fo r  po lice  ro o k ies . I t w as hoped th a t th is  
could  be  e n la rg e d  in to  in - s e rv ic e  hum an re la tio n s  tra in in g .
A t the  sev en th  g e n e ra l m ee tin g , the  g roup  w as in fo rm e d  that 
the  p ro je c t  had  b e en  tu rn ed  dow n by the D iv is io n  of C ontinuing  E du­
ca tio n . I t  w as d ec id ed  to a p p ro a c h  a p r iv a te  foundation  fo r  funds.
A c o m m itte e  s t i l l  w ork ing  on p o lic e  re fo rm s  had  m et w ith the 
C o m m ittee  on C r im e  P re v e n tio n  of the C h am b er of C o m m erce .
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R e p re se n ta tiv e s  of the  C h a m b e r 's  c o m m itte e  w e re  expec ted  to  m e e t 
soon w ith th e  M ayor. I t  w as le a rn e d  th a t the "c o n v e n e r"  of the  group , 
a n  A nglican  p r ie s t ,  w as leav ing  th e  c ity . He w as re p la c e d  by a 
b a n k e r.
S ince th a t tim e , th e  g roup  h a s  con tinued  to  m e e t on an i r r e g u ­
l a r  b a s is .  The only c le rg y m e n  who a r e  involved  a r e  a s so c ia te d  w ith  
L o u is ian a  S ta te  U n iv e rs ity . The g ro u p  h a s  taken  a  d e c is iv e  tu rn  
to w ard  g roup  dynam ics a s  the p r im a ry  too l fo r  s o c ia l  change. I t 
se e k s  to invo lve  d e c is io n  m a k e rs  and  b la c k s  w ith  " T "  group type 
e n co u n te rs . I ts  s u c c e s s  in  re c ru i tin g  p a r t ic ip a n ts  f ro m  p o litic s  w as 
in it ia lly  su c c e ss fu l, b u t th is  is  no lo n g e r  so . The g ro u p  p re s e n tly  
func tions a ro u n d  the U n ita r ia n  F e llo w sh ip  and no lo n g e r  has a  b ro a d  
re l ig io u s , p o litic a l, s o c ia l o r  econom ic  b a se .
S e v e ra l q u e s tio n s  w e re  r a is e d  by th is  s e r ie s  of even ts. W ith 
a l l  the  m in is te r s  who p a r t ic ip a te d  in  th e s e  m ee tin g s , only one, to m y 
know ledge, a d d re s s e d  h is  c o n g re g a tio n  on  th e  m a t te r .  V ery  few 
w e re  in te r e s te d  in  sign ing  any  do cu m en t and , a s  t im e  w ent on, th e  
m a t te r  of a  " c le rg y  s ta te m e n t"  s im p ly  d ied . Was i t  th a t the e n tire  
r a c ia l  s i tu a tio n  in  the  com m unity  cou ld  b e s t  be  d e a lt w ith  by the 
b e h a v io ra l s c ie n t is ts  an d  the C h am b er o f C o m m e rc e ?  T heo log ica l 
and  even n o rm a tiv e  language  of the l ib e r a l  t r a d itio n  d ropped  f ro m  
u se  a f te r  the  th ird  m ee tin g . I t should be noted , and  th is  is  a 
p e rs o n a l  ju d g m en t, th a t th e s e  t r e n d s  w e re  en co u rag ed  by c le rg y m e n
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who seem ed  anx ious to s u r r e n d e r  th e i r  le a d e rs h ip  of the g roup  and 
to s lip  in to  th e  background  and g e t th e  e n tire  m a t te r  out of th e ir  a re a  
of supposed  " e x p e r tis e . "
D oes th is  m ean  th a t  they do n o t have a h igh  view  of th e ir  
e x p e r t is e  o r ,  to put i t  a n o th e r  way,, th a t they do no t t r u s t  the pow er 
of the  th eo lo g ica l sym bo ls  to a l t e r  th e  sy s te m ?  A nd, if  th eo lo g ica l 
id ea s  do not a p p e a r a s  u se fu l fo r  s o c ia l  change, do any  n o rm a tiv e  
id eas  p o s s e s s  a  dynam ic fo r  so c ia l  m o v em en t?
In  o th e r  w o rd s , a r e  c le rg y m e n  in  e ffec t m a te r ia l i s t s  o r  
id e a lis ts  o r ,  a ssu m in g  th e se  te r m s  a r e  not m u tu a lly  ex c lu s iv e , w hat 
k ind  of com bination  do th ey  r e p r e s e n t?  How do they  r e la te  re lig io n  
to so c ia l change?  T he p u rp o se  of th is  study is  to evaluate  th e ir  
po in t of v iew .
M ethodology
M odel B uild ing
The m ethodology  i s  d iv ided  in to  two p a r t s .  T he f i r s t  and 
b r ie f e s t  is  an  exam in a tio n  of the w ays in  w hich re l ig io n  h a s  t r a d i -  
tiona lly  r e la te d  i ts e l f  to A m e ric a n  p o lit ic s . To do th is , I w ill adop t 
the  five m o d e ls  developed  by R ich a rd  N iebuhr in  h is  book, C h r is t  and 
C u ltu re ; C h r is t  a g a in s t c u ltu re , C h r is t  of c u ltu re , C h r is t  above 
c u ltu re , C h r is t  and c u ltu re  in  p a ra d o x , and C h r is t  the  t r a n s fo rm e r  
of c u ltu re . E ach  p o s itio n  Is  b r ie f ly  d e s c r ib e d  in  i t s  b ro a d e s t
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th eo lo g ica l se n se , i .  e . , a s  an  a b s t r a c t  m odel. T hen, th rough  a  
c u r s o ry  exam in a tio n  of the A m e ric a n  p o litic a l t r a d itio n  and  i t s  r e l a ­
tio n  w ith  re lig io n , ex am p les  of each  m odel a r e  a llu d ed  to.
The u se  of m o d e ls  in  p o lit ic a l  th eo ry  is  c e r ta in ly  a s  o ld  a s  
P la to ’s e ffo rt to c o n s tru c t  T he R epublic  w hose c e n t r a l  value w as 
ju s t ic e . In  te rm s  of th e  Btudy of re l ig io n , Max W eber m akes m uch 
of the  "Id ea l T ype, " w hich, un like  P la to , w as in ten d ed  to be d e s c r ip ­
tiv e  r a th e r  than n o rm a tiv e . H is th eo lo g ica l m eth o d  of d e sc r ib in g  
re l ig io n  is  not a lw ays c o n s is te n t, b u t a p p a ren tly  he  m ean t to co n ­
s t r u c t  co n cep tu a l a r t i f a c ts  b a se d  on h is to r ic a l  m a te r ia ls .  T h ese  
o b se rv a tio n s  a r e  m ade sim p ly  to in d ic a te  that th e  u se  of m o d e ls  in  
n o rm a tiv e  and  e m p ir ic a l  so c ia l s c ie n c e  is  a w e ll-e s ta b lish e d  
a p p ro a c h . The m odels  to be c o n s tru c te d  h e re  a r e  in tended  fo r  
d e sc r ip tio n  and ex p lan a tio n  r a th e r  th a n  p re d ic tio n  and  v e r if ic a tio n .
Any m ethodology h as  i ts  l im ita t io n s . T he m o s t com m on 
c r i t ic i s m  of id ea l ty p es  is  th a t they  a r e  u n sc ie n tif ic . In s tead  of 
o b se rv in g  and then  d e sc r ib in g  w hat i s  seen , the u s e  of id ea l ty p es 
can  c a u se  one to go in  s e a rc h  of a  p a r t ic u la r  k ind  of b eh av io r. It 
su f fe rs , th e re fo re , f ro m  the  r i s k  of o v e rs im p lif ic a tio n  s in ce  i t  can 
l im it  a w a re n e s s  of b e h a v io r  th a t f i ts  none of the  m o d e ls  c o n s tru c te d . 
T h ese  m o d e ls , h o w ev er, a r e  in ten d ed  to be h e u r is t ic  and no t d ed u c­
tiv e , T hey  a r e  co n cep tu a l a n a lo g ie s  th a t su g g est p o ss ib le  c a te g o r ie s
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th a t can  h e lp  us d is tin g u ish  b e tw een  d if fe re n t types of th e o r ie s  of 
so c ia l change  am ong the  c le rg y m e n  stu d ied .
C o n tem p o ra ry  A nalysis
T he m ethodology u sed  h e re  w as a  s e r ie s  of twenty fo cu sed  
in te rv ie w s  w ith  c le rg y m e n  in  E a s t  Baton Rouge P a r is h .  A ppendix  I 
co n ta in s  the la te s t  da ta  on c le rg y m e n  by e c c le s ia s t ic a l  c a te g o r ie s . 
They w e re  d iv ided  in to  five  hom ogeneous g ro u p s , e c c le s ia s t ic a l ly  
speak ing . T he num ber in te rv ie w e d  fro m  each  c a teg o ry  w as d e te r ­
m ined  by  e x p re ss in g  the p e rc e n ta g e  of th e  to ta l nu m b er of c le rg y m e n  
in  each c a te g o ry  by tw enty. In  o th e r  w o rd s , R om an C atho lic  c le rg y  
c o n s titu te  s ix te e n  p e rc e n t of th e  to ta l popu lation . The num ber of 
in te rv ie w s  w ith  C atholic  c le rg y m e n  w e re  th re e , o r  s ix teen  p e rc e n t  
of tw enty .
The ch o ice  of the m en  in te rv ie w e d  p o se d  som ething  of a 
d ile m m a . I thought f i r s t  of u sing  a tab le  of random  n u m b ers . H ow ­
e v e r , the sa m p le  s ize  is  too sm a ll  to len d  i t s e l f  to s ta t is t ic a l  
v a lid ity  and , ad d itiona lly , su ch  a m ethod could  m ake i t  p o ss ib le  to 
o v e rlo o k  s ig n if ic an t opinion m o ld e rs  w ith in  each  group. I dec ided , 
th e re fo re , to u se  a  s im p le  re p u ta tio n a l techn iq ue . C a lls  w e re  m ad e  
to  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  each c a te g o ry  un til a  p a t te rn  of p e rc e iv e d  
in flu en ce  e m e rg ed . The m en  in te rv iew ed , th e re fo re ,  w e re  b e lie v e d  
by th e ir  c o llea g u es  in  th e ir  p a r t ic u la r  c a te g o ry  to hold im p o rta n t 
p o s itio n s  in  the  com m unity  and the  ch u rch . I t should be po in ted  ou t
16
th a t i t  w as qu ite  easy  to d e te rm in e  the id en tity  of th e se  m en  in  the 
f i r s t  th re e  c a te g o r ie s  (R om an C atho lic , M ain line  P ro te s ta n t ,  and 
S o u th ern  B a p tis t) . The re a s o n  is  th a t th e s e  g roups a r e  m o re  
hom ogeneous th an  the o th e r s .  It w as n e c e s s a ry  to m ake s ig n ifican tly  
m o re  c a lls  am ong m e m b e rs  of the la s t  two c a te g o r ie s  (independent 
B a p tis ts  and m isc e lla n e o u s )  th an  in  the  f i r s t  th re e . T he f in a l 
p o s it io n s  could  have ra tio n a lly  been  a w ard e d  to s e v e ra l  m en. A gain , 
th e  a ssu m p tio n  is  th a t th e se  g roups lac k  the  hom ogeneity  of the  f i r s t  
th r e e .
In the  c h a p te rs  th a t fo llow  the d e sc r ip tio n  of the N iebuhrian  
m o d e ls , v i s - a - v i s  the  A m e ric a n  se ttin g , I  have sought to in te g ra te  
th e  d a ta  fro m  the in te rv ie w s  w ith the  co n cep tu a l fra m e w o rk  w hich 
N iebuhr fu rn ish e s  u s. The r e s u l ts  a r e  g e n e ra liz a tio n s  on th e o r ie s  
of so c ia l change am ong the  sam p le . In  th e  c o u rse  of th is  p ro c e d u re , 
a n  e a r  (and eye) w as kept open  to the v a r ia b le s  of ra c e , th eo lo g ica l 
tra d i t io n , ed uca tiona l lev e l, age , o rthodoxy , s e lf -e s te e m  and p a r is h  
s iz e .
The p e rs o n a l  fo cu sed  in te rv ie w  h a s  c e r ta in  lim ita tio n s . 
P r im a r i ly ,  i t  is  not a s  q u an tifiab le  a s  o th e r  m eans of r e s e a r c h .
B u t i t  does have ad v an tag es  a s  w ell, In the  f i r s t  p la c e , i t  a llow s one 
to p e rc e iv e  innuendoes of m ean ing  tha t m ig h t o th e rw ise  be m isse d . 
T h eo d o re  R eik  d e s c r ib e s  the  ad v an tag es of such a  p ro c e d u re  in  
L is te n in g  W ith th e  T h ird  E a r : The In n e r E x p e rien c e  of ei
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P sy c h o a n a ly s t. T h e re  is  su ffic ien t p re c e d e n t fo r  such  a  m ethodology 
in  p o litic a l sc ie n c e . R o b ert L a n e 's  c la s s ic  book, P o li t ic a l  Ideo logy , 
w as b a se d  on f if te e n  such in te rv ie w s .
C le rg y m en , lik e  a ll  p ro fe s s io n a l  g ro u p s , have th e ir  own 
ho p es, f r u s t r a t io n s  and p ro fe s s io n a l  ja rg o n . A s a  m in is te r ,  I 
b e lie v e  th is  m ethodology  enab led  m e to u n d e rs tan d  m o re  fu lly  what 
w as being  sa id . T h e re  w ere  c e r ta in  su b tle tie s  of language  and 
nuances of m ean ing  th a t could  have been  m is se d  w ith  a  rig id ly  
e m p ir ic a l  a p p ro a ch . A m in is te r 's  fa ith  is  h is  p ro fe s s io n . H is s e l f ­
e s te e m , h is  p e rc e iv e d  p o litic a l in flu en ces , in  sh o r t , h is  v iew  of h is  
ro le  a s  an  agen t of so c ia l change, in  my judgm en t, can  b e s t  be 
a s c e r ta in e d  by th is  p a r t ic u la r  p ro c e d u re .
A dm itted ly , I am  not a  p sy c h o an a ly s t, bu t m any p sy ch o ­
a n a ly s ts  do not b e lie v e  th a t tra in in g  in  a  p a r t ic u la r  f ie ld  and the 
adop tion  of a  p a r t ic u la r  m ethodo log ica l a p p ro a ch  a r e  v e ry  s ig n if i­
c a n t v a r ia b le s  in  hum an  com m un ica tion . D r. J e ro m e  D. F ra n k , 
who is  bo th  p sy c h o lo g is t and p s y c h ia tr is t ,  b e lie v e s  th a t the  cap ac ity  
to iden tify  w ith  a n o th e r  p e rs o n  is  f a r  m o re  s ig n ifican t, both  in  a 
c lin ic a l  s itu a tio n  and  in  o rd in a ry  hum an  d is c o u rs e . *
I am  a w a re  th a t the sco p e  of th is  study i s  so m ew hat lim ited . 
Y e t i  r e c a l l  th a t R o b e r t  D a h l's  c la s s ic ,  Who G o v e rn s , w as lim ite d
^ Je ro m e  D. F ra n k , "T h e  D e m o ra liz ed  M ind, " P sycho logy  
T o d ay , VI, No. 11 {A pril, 1973), 22-31.
to New H aven, C onnecticu t. W ithout p re su m in g  to  c la im  h is  e x p e r tis e  
in th e se  m a t te r s ,  I  n o n e th e le ss  po in t out th a t u n d ers tan d in g  how a 
p a r t ic u la r  seg m en t of a p a r t ic u la r  com m unity  r e g a rd s  i ts  p o lit ic a l  
in fluence  is  a  le g itim a te  o b jec t fo r  o rig in a l r e s e a rc h .
It should  be re c a lle d  th a t the  p r im a ry  th ru s t  of th is  study is 
not to exam ine  the  thought of R ich a rd  N iebuhr. T hat w ould b e  a 
p ro je c t  in  i ts e lf . I w ant sim p ly  to u se  the co n cep tu a l a p p a ra tu s  
w hich he a ffo rd s  us a s  a m ean s of c la ss ify in g  v iew s of so c ia l change 
am ong th e  c le rg y m e n  stu d ied . We tu rn  now to  a  quick look a t  
N iebuhr.
C H A PTER H
TH E  NIEBUHR IAN MODELS
C h r is t  A g a in st C u ltu re  
T h is  p o s itio n  i s  b a se d  on th e  d icho tom y p o se d  in  som e p a r ts  
of the  New T e s ta m e n t b e tw een  the  " c h u rc h "  and th e  "w orld . " 
" C h r is t ia n "  v a lu e s  and "w o rld ly "  v a lu e s  a r e  v iew ed  a s  a n tith e tic a l. 
S in  r e s id e s  in  c u ltu re  and  v ir tu e  in  th e  chu rch , and  in te ra c tio n  
b e tw een  i& ese two r e a lm s  is  to be  avo ided . In  e a r ly  C h ris tia n ity , 
th is  v iew  w as b e s t e x p re s s e d  by T e r tu l l ia n 's  c a u s tic  com m ent:
"W hat h a s  J e ru s a le m  to do w ith A th e n s? " ^
Not only is  p o lit ic s  to be av o id ed , bu t th e  a r t s ,  the sc ie n c e s , 
th e  t r a d e s  and  the  m il i ta ry  a s  w e ll. T o ls toy  e x em p lifie s  th is  th o r ­
oughgoing o p p o sitio n  to  c u ltu ra l  in s titu tio n s  on re lig io u s  g ro u n d s. He 
w r i te s :
The re v o lu tio n a r ie s  say  th a t th e  g o v ern m en t o rg a n i­
z a tio n  is  bad in  th is  o r  th a t r e s p e c t ;  i t  m u s t  be  
d e s tro y e d  and re p la c e d  by th is  o r  that. B ut, a 
C h r is t ia n  sa y s , "I know noth ing  abou t the g o v e rn ­
m e n ta l o rg a n iz a tio n  o r  in  how  f a r  i t  is  good o r  bad ,
^ J . N. S, K elly , E a r ly  C h r is t ia n  D o c trin e s  (New Y ork:
H a rp e r  & B ro th e r s ,  1958), p . 53.
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and fo r  th e  sa m e  re a s o n , I do not w ant to su p p o rt 
i t  . . . a l l  the  s ta te  o b lig a tio n s a r e  a g a in s t the  
c o n sc ie n ce  of a  C h r is t ia n - - th e  o a th  of a lle g ia n c e , 
ta x e s , law  p ro ce ed in g s , m il i ta ry  s e rv ic e . 3
N iebuhr e x p re s s e s  a d m ira tio n  fo r  C h r is t ia n ity  of th is  type 
b e c a u se  of i ts  s in c e r i ty  and s in g le -h e a r te d n e s s . He c r i t ic iz e s  i t  fo r  
be ing  s im p lis tic  in  the b e lie f  th a t one c an  to ta lly  w ith d raw  f ro m  c u l­
tu r e .  In  h is  v iew , ev ery o n e  s h a re s  in  th e  c u ltu ra l  m yth  he in h e r i ts :
He canno t r id  h im s e lf  of p o lit ic a l  b e lie fs  and  econom ic 
c u s to m s  by re je c tin g  the m o re  o r  le s s  e x te rn a l  in s t i ­
tu tio n s ; th e s e  c u s to m s and b e lie fs  have  ta k e n  up 
re s id e n c e  in  h is  m ind . ^
In th is  typology, then , theology and p o litic s  a r e  m u tua lly  
ex c lu s iv e . To b e  re lig io u s  r e q u ir e s  one to be a n tip o lit ic a l  by d e f in i­
tio n .
In  N ie b u h r’s v iew , th e  B ib lica l h is to r ic a l  ro o ts  fo r  th is  
t ra d i tio n  a r e  l e a s t  am b iguously  p re s e n te d  in  th e  f i r s t  l e t t e r  of John . 
H e re  b e lie v e rs  a r e  en co u rag ed  to love  God and  one a n o th e r . T he 
fu lf illm e n t of th a t o b lig a tio n  r e q u ir e s  one to  r e je c t  the  w orld . T he 
c la r i ty  of the  lin e  of s e p a ra tio n  betw een  C h r is t  and  th e  w orld  i s  se en  
in  th is  p a ssa g e :
3
H. R ic h a rd  N iebuhr, C h r is t  and C u ltu re  (New York: H a rp e r  
& Row, 1951), p . 59.
^Ibid. , p. 69.
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Do not love the  w orld  o r  th e  th ings in  the w orld . If 
anyone lo v es the  w o rld , love  fo r  the F a th e r  is  not 
in  h im . ®
The w o rld  is  seen  a s  th e  locus of s in  and w hat is  re q u ire d  is  w ith ­
d raw a l f ro m  it.
In  A m e ric a , th is  po in t of v iew  is  sh a re d  only by a  few se c ts  
w hose im p a c t on the  A m e ric a n  p o lit ic a l  t ra d itio n  h as b een  m in im al. 
T h is  is  not an un like ly  s itu a tio n  w hen one r e c a l ls  th a t w ith d raw a l 
f ro m  c u ltu re  has b e e n  an  a c t of fa ith .
P e rh a p s  the  m o s t e x tre m e  exam ple  of th is  po in t of v iew  is  the  
g roup  know n a s  Je h o v a h 's  W itn e s se s . T h is g roup  w as founded in  
P it tsb u rg h  in  1872 by  C h a rle s  T az e  R u ss e ll .  The theology of the  
m ovem en t w as g iven  shape by Ju d g e  J . F . R u th e rfo rd  who w as 
e d ito r  o f the  m o v e m e n t's  m ag az in e , Z ions W atch tow er and H e ra ld  
of C h r i s t 's  P r e s e n c e , fro m  1916 to  1942. T his i s  a  h ighly  a p o c a ­
ly p tic  m ovem en t, looking to the e a r ly  r e tu rn  of J e s u s  and the 
e s ta b lish m e n t of a  th e o c ra c y . In  the  in te r im , they  advoca te  an  
a n tic u l tu ra l  p a tte rn  of b eh av io r. They w ill.n o t sa lu te  the  flag  o r  
r e c i te  th e  P ledge  of A lleg ian ce  b e c a u se  i t  is  id o la tro u s . T hey a r e  
s tu b b o rn  p a c if is ts  on the g rounds of the S ixth C om m andm ent. They 
v iew  in s titu tio n a l re l ig io n  a s  in h e re n tly  c o r ru p t  and  sav e  th e i r  m o s t 
v i tr io l ic  language f o r  the  R om an C atholic  tra d itio n . T h e ir  a n t i ­
p o lit ic a l ,  a n tim il i ta ry  and a n tis o c ia l  s tan ce  have  seen  them  b ro u g h t
5
I  John 2:2.
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to c o u rt on  m any o c c a s io n s  f o r  o ffenses ran g in g  a l l  the  way fro m  
se lling  l i t e r a tu r e  w ithout a  l ic e n s e  to d r a f t  evasion .
L e s s  v o ca l g ro u p s p re s e n te d  w ith  th is  tra d itio n  have  in c lu d ed  
the p ie t is t ic  se c ts  of G e rm a n  o rig in . T he M ennonites and  A m ish  
f i r s t  b e g an  to se ttle  in  P e n n sy lv a n ia  in  1683 and found th e re  a  co n g e ­
n ia l a tm o sp h e re  am ong th e  Q u a k e rs  w ith  w hom  they s h a re d  a  com m on  
th eo lo g ica l outlook. F o r  o u r  p u rp o se s , i t  i s  su ffic ien t to note th a t 
they s h a re d  a  com m unal, s im p le  a g r ic u l tu ra l  sty le  o f life  th a t w as 
a s  s e lf -s u f f ic ie n t  a s  p o s s ib le . In te ra c tio n  w ith the "w o rld 11 w as and  
con tinues to  be  lim ite d  p r im a r i ly  to the  a r e a s  of t r a d e . T h e ir  e ffo r ts  
to m a in ta in  th e ir  own ed u ca tio n a l sy s te m  h av e , in  r e c e n t  y e a r s ,  
cau sed  le g a l  p ro b le m s  and  th e  S uprem e C o u rt has upheld  th e ir  r ig h t  
to e d u ca te  th e ir  c h ild re n  u n d e r  F i r s t  A m endm en t p ro te c tio n s .
T he Q u ak ers  i l l u s t r a te  the  p ro b le m  w ith o u r  m ethodology. 
C e r ta in  a s p e c ts  of th e ir  l iv e s ,  like  th e ir  language, th e i r  d r e s s  and  
th e ir  f i e r c e  p a c if ism , w ould le a d  us to p u t them  in  th is  c a teg o ry .
But o th e r  fa c to r s  w ould c a u s e  us to p la c e  them  u n d er the  C h r is t  the  
t r a n s fo r m e r  of c u ltu re  m o tif . They w e re  r e fo rm e r s  of the co lo n ia l 
penal sy s te m . T hey a d v o ca te d  h a rm o n io u s  re la tio n s  w ith  the In d ian s . 
By the  e ig h teen th  c e n tu ry , th ey  had d ev e lo p ed  a s tan d  a g a in s t s lavery . 
And in  th e  n in e teen th  c e n tu ry , they led  r e s is ta n c e  to  the  d ra f t . T hey 
sim p ly  f i t  u n d e r bo th  m o d e ls , b u t I  m a in ta in  th a t th e  w eigh t of the
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Q u ak er m ovem en t w as to w ard  changing c u ltu re  r a th e r  than  escap in g  
it.
We can  conclude, then , th a t th is  p o litic a l a ttitu d e  d o es  not 
have  m any a d h e re n ts  f ro m  a  th eo lo g ica l po in t of v iew . H is to r ic a lly , 
i t  is  no t v e ry  s ig n ifican t a s  a th eo lo g ica l s ta n c e . But th eo lo g ica l 
s ta n c e s  a r e  no t the is su e . The is s u e  is  to  d is c o v e r  how c le rg y m e n  
p e rc e iv e  th e m se lv e s  a s  a g en ts  of so c ia l change. In o th e r  w o rd s , i t  
m ay  w ell be  th a t c le rg y m e n  who a r e  no t in  any of th ese  th eo lo g ica l 
t r a d i t io n s  m ay in  fa c t behave  in  th is  a n tip o lit ic a l  fash ion .
The C h r is t  of C u ltu re
The second  m odel w hich N iebuhr c o n s tru c ts  fo r  us is  en title d
"T he C h r is t  of C u ltu re . " H e re , th e re  is  no ten s io n  b e tw een  the
c h u rc h  and the w o rld , the law s of so c ie ty  and  the  law  of God, the
h u m an  e ffo r t and the w o rk s  of g ra c e .
On the  one hand, they  in te r p r e t  c u ltu re  th rough  C h r is t  
re g a rd in g  th o se  e le m e n ts  in  i t  as m o st im p o rta n t 
w hich  a r e  m o st a c c o rd a n t w ith  h is  w ork . On the o th e r  
hand, they  u n d e rs ta n d  C h r is t  th rough  c u ltu re  re la tin g  
f ro m  h is  teach ing  and a c tio n  a s  w ell a s  f ro m  the 
C h r is t ia n  d o c tr in e  abou t h im , such p o in ts  a s  se em  to 
a g re e  w ith  w hat is  b e s t  in  c iv iliz a tio n . ^
In te re s tin g ly  enough, N iebuhr does not seek  any B ib lic a l ro o ts  
fo r  th is  tra d itio n , p e rh a p s  b e liev in g  th a t th e re  a r e  none. T hose  who 
stand  in  th is  tra d itio n , ho w ev er, u su a lly  go to the  p a ra b le s  of J e s u s ,
^Niebuhr, C h r is t  and C ulture, p. 83.
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p a r t ic u la r ly  th o se  of th e  kingdom  of God. T he God p ic tu re d  in  th e  
O ld T e s ta m e n t is  too a r b i t r a r y  and u n reaso n ab le  fo r  them . P a u l, if 
he  is  to be  c la s s if ie d , f i ts  w ith le s s  d is to r tio n  in  the  C h r is t  and  c u l­
tu re  in  p a rad o x  m odel. A dd itiona lly , the m ir a c le s  of J e s u s  a r e  not 
c o n s is te n t w ith th e ir  ra t io n a l is t ic  accom m odating  v iew  of the w orld . 
They a r e  le ft, th e re fo re , by d e fau lt w ith the  m o ra l teach in g s  of 
J e s u s ,  i. e. , the good S a m arita n , the d ish o n est s te w a r t  and o th e r  
s to r ie s  th a t s e rv e  to enoble c h a ra c te r .
Am ong th eo lo g ian s, th is  v iew  h as n u m ero u s  c r i t ic s  and expo­
n e n ts . K a rl B a rth  in v en ted  the  te rm  " c u ltu ra l p ro te s ta n is m "  and 
u s e s  i t  p re jo ra tiv e ly  in  d e sc r ib in g  the  m ood of l ib e r a l  P ro te s ta n is m  
in  the m id -tw e n tie th  cen tu ry . But th is  notion  of th e  re la tio n  betw een  
theo logy  and the  w orld  is  a s  an c ien t a s  the  C h r is t ia n  tra d itio n  i ts e lf .  
T he J u d a iz e rs  and th e  G n o stic s  r e p r e s e n t  e a r ly  e ffo r ts  to re c o n c ile  
re lig io n  w ith  the  th en  c u r r e n t  tre n d s  of thought. N iebuhr po in ts  out 
th a t w ith the  deve lopm en t of a s o -c a lle d  C h r is tia n  c iv iliz a tio n  in  the  
M iddle A ges, p ro b le m s  re la te d  to the re la tio n sh ip  be tw een  C h r is t  and 
c u ltu re  b e ca m e  le s s  a c u te . S till, in  A b e la rd , we can  se e  C h r is t  a s  
th e  m o ra l  te a c h e r  "doing in  a  h ig h e r d e g re e  w hat S o c ra te s  and  P la to  
had  done b e fo re . In  N ie b u h r 's  v iew , th is  h a s  b een  the  dom inan t 
th em e  of m uch re lig io u s  th ink ing  f ro m  the  sev en teen th  cen tu ry  to the
7
I b id . , p. 90.
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p re s e n t  day. He p o in ts  to K ant, L ocke, J e ffe rs o n , S c h le im ac h e r,
H egel, E m e rso n  and R itsch l a s  p ro p o n en ts  of th is  view .
J e s u s  C h r is t  is  the  g re a t  e n lig h te n e r, th e  g re a t  
te a c h e r , the  one who d i r e c ts  a ll  m en  in  c u ltu re  to 
the  a tta in m e n t of w isdom , m o ra l  p e rfe c tio n  and 
p eace . S o m etim es he is  h a ile d  a s  th e  g re a t  u t i l i ­
ta r ia n , so m e tim e s  a s  the  g re a t  id e a lis t ,  so m e tim es  
a s  the m an  of re a so n , so m e tim e s  a s  th e  m an  of 
se n tim en t. But w h a tev e r th e  c a te g o r ie s  a r e  by 
m eans of w hich he i s  u n d e rs to o d , the  th in g s fo r  
w hich  he s tan d s fo r  a r e  fu n d am en ta lly  th e  sam e.
A p e ac e fu l, co o p e ra tiv e  so c ie ty  ach iev ed  by m o ra l 
t r a in in g .8
In  e v e ry  m odel, N iebuhr finds i t  n e c e s s a ry  to d e s c r ib e  w hat
h e  r e g a rd s  a s  th e  p o s itiv e  co n tr ib u tio n  of th a t p a r t ic u la r  typology.
H e re , he  o b se rv e s  th a t c u ltu ra l  C h r is t ia n s  h av e  had  a  profound
im p a c t in  ex tending  the  in flu en ce  of C h r is t  in  c u ltu re , i .  e. , they
h ave  c o n tr ib u te d  to  the a ch iev e m e n t of the  typology N iebuhr m o st
fa v o rs ,  th a t of C h r is t  the t r a n s fo r m e r  of c u ltu re . A s the  good
l ib e r a l  he  is ,  he  a d m ire s  c u ltu ra l  C h r is t ia n s  fo r  re fu s in g  to see  the
w o rld  and  C h r is t  in  such sh a rp  c o n tra s t .
C u ltu ra l C h r is t ia n s  note th a t th e re  a r e  g re a t  d if ­
fe re n c e s  am ong the  v a r io u s  m ov em en ts  in  soc iety ; 
and by o b se rv in g  th e s e  they  no t only find  po in ts  of 
c o n ta c t fo r  the  m is s io n  of th e  c h u rc h , bu t a lso  a r e  
enab led  to w ork  fo r  the  re fo rm a tio n  of the  c u ltu re , 9
O bjections to  th is  p o s itio n  in  N ie b u h r 's  m ind stem  fro m  i ts
in a b ility  to ga in  c o n v e rts  w ith  m o re  e ffe c tiv e n e ss  than  ra d ic a l
8I b id . , p . 92.
9I b id . , p . 106.
C h ris tia n ity . "It se e m s im p o ss ib le  to re m o v e  the o ffense  of C h r is t  
and h is  c r o s s  even  by m eans of th e se  acco m m o d atio n s . M ore  
b a s ic  is  N ie b u h r 's  conv ic tion  th a t c u ltu ra l  C h r is tia n ity  show s a co n ­
s is te n t  tendency  to d is to r t  the  f ig u re  of th e  New T e s ta m e n t J e s u s .
T hey tak e  som e f ra g m e n t of the  co m p lex  New 
T e s ta m e n t s to ry  and  in te rp re ta t io n , c a ll th is  the  
e s s e n t ia l  c h a r a c te r i s t ic s  of J e s u s , e la b o ra te  upon 
i t ,  and  thus re c o n s tru c t  th e ir  own m y th ic a l f ig u re  
of th e  L o rd . * *
A s N iebuhr m akes abundan tly  c le a r ,  the  C h r is t  of c u ltu re  
m o tif  i s  a s  m uch  a t  hom e am ong re lig io u s  c o n se rv a tiv e s  a s  i t  is  
am ong re l ig io u s  l ib e r a ls .  I t  m ay  be th a t C h r is t  is  id en tifie d  w ith 
d if fe re n t  c u ltu ra l  v a lu e s  in  each  c a s e , b u t i t  is  the  id e n tif ic a tio n  
i t s e l f  w hich e a rn s  one a p la c e  in  th is  c a te g o ry . By the  sam e  token , 
th is  id e n tif ic a tio n  of C h r is t  in  c u ltu re  is  se e n  a s  re g u la r ly  am ong 
p o lit ic a l  c o n se rv a tiv e s  a s  i t  i s  am ong p o lit ic a l  l ib e r a l s .  Both tend 
to len d  the  w e ig h t of the J u d e o -C h r is t ia n  tra d itio n  to  th e ir  own p o l i t ­
ic a l  v iew s. I  suppose  the only  m ean ing fu l continuum  fo r  a  phenom ­
ena a s  w ide ly  v is ib le  a s  th is  in  the  A m e ric a n  p o lit ic a l  e x p e rien c e  is  
a  v u lg a r ity  sc a le . In  A m e ric a , i t  h a s  ra n g e d  fro m  R u ss e ll  C o n w ell's  
s e rm o n  " A c re s  of D iam onds"  {I say  th a t you  ought to ge t r ic h  and
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th a t i t  is  your duty to g e t r ic h ) !^  to L in c o ln 's  G e tty sb u rg  A d d re ss ,
T hat we h e re  highly  re so lv e  th a t th e se  dead  sh a ll 
no t have d ied  in  va in , th a t th is  n a tio n  under God 
sh a ll have a  new b ir th  of free d o m  and the g o v e rn ­
m en t of the peop le , by the  peop le , fo r the peop le  
sh a ll not p e r is h  f ro m  the  e a r th . 13
Indeed , the C h r is t  of c u ltu re  m en ta lity  i s  so w id e sp re a d  in A m e ric a  
th a t m any o b s e rv e r s  w r ite  of a uniquely  A m e ric a n  c iv il  re lig io n  in  
w hich re lig io u s  v a lu e s  and n a tio n a l v a lu e s  a r e  v ir tu a lly  id en tica l.
To a co m m en ta to r  lik e  L ou is H a rtz , it  h a s  been  so fro m  the s ta r t .  
H a rtz  ho lds th a t re lig io n  on the  co n tin en t w as re a c tio n a ry  and  th e r e ­
fo re  i t  w as n e c e s s a ry  fo r  l ib e ra ls  to abandon  tra d itio n a l  re lig io n  and 
develop  a "p o litic a l"  re lig io n , an  e ffo r t m o s t e a s ily  o b se rv ed  in  
R o u sseau . But in  A m e ric a , sa y s  H a r tz , the c le rg y  co n stitu ted  the  
m o s t re v o lu tio n a ry  g roup . He w rite s :
They did no t need  to m ake a  re l ig io n  out of the 
rev o lu tio n  b e c a u se  re lig io n  w as a lre a d y  re v o lu ­
tio n a ry .
To W ill H e rb e rg , " re lig io n  is  the  sy s te m  fa m ilia r ly  known 
a s  the  A m e ric a n  w ay of life . He b e lie v e s  th a t th is  " re lig io n "  is
l^ A lle n  P . G rim e s , A m e ric a n  P o li t ic a l  T hought {New York: 
H olt, R in e h a rt & W inston, 1964), p. 103.
1 ̂ A braham  L inco ln , The G e tty sb u rg  A d d re s s .
l^ L o u is  H a rtz , T he L ib e ra l T ra d itio n  in  A m e ric a  {New York: 
H a rc o u r t , B ra c e  & W orld, In c . ,  1955), pp. 40 -41 .
15 W ill H e rb e rg , P ro te s ta n t , C atho lic  and Jew  (G arden  C ity , 
New Y ork: D oubleday, I960), p . 75,
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som eth ing  m o re  than  a  bo iled  down v e rs io n  of P ro te s ta n is m , C a th o l­
ic is m  and  Ju d a ism . I t  h a s  b eco m e , in  h is  v iew , a  d is tin c t A m e ric a n  
c iv il re l ig io n  w hich h a s  developed  a n  id en tity  beyond i ts  com ponent 
fa ith s .
M a r tin  M arty  in  T he New Shape of A m e ric a n  R elig ion  and
R ich a rd  N iebuhr in  T he S ocial S o u rc e s  o f D en o m in a tio n a lism  a r e
highly  sk e p tic a l of th is  fo u rth  fo rc e  on  th e  A m e ric a n  re lig io u s  scen e .
F o r  them , the "C h u rch "  m u st u se  i t s  p ro p h e tic  v o ice  a g a in s t the
id o la try  im p lic i t  in  iden tify ing  re l ig io u s  v a lu es  w ith  n a tio n a l v a lu e s .
S o c io lo g is t R o b e rt N. B e llah  is  no t qu ite  so u p se t. In  the  f i r s t  p lac e ,
he  r e g a rd s  th is  id e n tity  a s  in e v itab le  in  ev e ry  c u ltu re  and in  the
second  p la c e , he looks a t  a  J e f fe rs o n , a  L in co ln  and  a  K ennedy and
hopes th a t A m e ric a n  c iv il  r e lig io n  w ill com e to e sp o u se  m o re  l ib e ra l
p o lit ic a l  v a lu e s .
I t  {civil re lig io n ) i s  in  need  a s  is  any liv ing  fa ith  of 
a  co n tin u a l re fo rm a tio n  of be ing  m e a su re d  by 
u n iv e rs a l  s ta n d a rd s  bu t i t  i s  n o t ev iden t th a t i t  i s  
in ca p ab le  of g row th  and new  in s ig h t. ^
A m e r ic a 's  c iv il  re lig io n  ch an g es in  co n ten t f ro m  g e n e ra tio n  
to  g e n e ra tio n . T he v a r ia b le s  a p p e a r  to  b e  th e  n a tio n a l m ood, the  
in te rn a tio n a l  b a lan ce  of pow er and  th e  s tre n g th  of p re s id e n tia l  
p e r s o n a l i t ie s .  The p re s e n c e  of su ch  a  c iv il  re lig io n  in  A m e r ic a 's  
re c e n t  h is to ry  c an  b e  e a s ily  docum en ted . B ru c e  B a r to n 's  book, T he
^ R o b e r t  N. B e llah , "C iv il R elig ion  in  A m e ric a , " D a e d a lu s , 
XCVI, No. 1 (W in ter, 1967), 1.
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M an Nobody Knows, w as one of the m o st p o p u la r  " re l ig io u s "  p u b lic a ­
tio n s  of the tw e n tie s . H ere , J e s u s  w as d ep ic te d  a s  a  top  flig h t s a l e s ­
m an  and an  ab le  execu tive  who su c c e ss fu lly  m olded  the  d isc ip le s  in to  
a top flig h t m an ag em en t tea m . In fa c t, if  B a r to n  is  to b e  b e liev ed , 
J e s u s  founded m o d e rn  b u s in e s s  and, a s  a  r e s u l t ,  w as th e  m o st 
p o p u la r  d in n e r g u e s t in  J e ru s a le m . The id e n tity  of re l ig io n  w ith th e  
v a lu e s  of th a t ebu len t e ra  a r e  a p p aren t.
T h e re  a r e  m o re  so p h is tic a te d  e x a m p le s . It w as E isen h o w er 
who in au g u ra te d  the p re s id e n tia l  p ra y e r  b re a k fa s t  and  b e g a n  the 
p ra c t ic e  of opening c ab in e t m e e tin g s  w ith p r a y e r .  C om m enting  on 
th e  co ld  w a r , he once  said : "T h e  p u rs u i t  o f p eace  is  a t  once  o u r 
re l ig io u s  ob liga tion  and o u r n a tio n a l p o licy . Such co m m en ts  
m oved  B illy  G rah am  to  com m ent:
The overw helm ing  m a jo r ity  of the  A m e ric a n  peop le  
f e l t  a  l i t t le  m o re  s e c u re  re a liz in g  th a t  we had  a  m an  
who b e liev ed  in  p r a y e r  a t  the  h e lm  of o u r g o v e rn ­
m en t in  th is  c ru c ia l  h o u r .
P re s id e n t  K ennedy w as u n d e rs tan d a b ly  le s s  obvious in  M b  
c iv il  re lig io n , bu t i t  w as n o n e th e le ss  th e re ,  som ew hat in  the  p r a g ­
m a tic  fa sh io n  of A b rah am  L in co ln  and F ra n k l in  D. R o o sev e lt. A p­
p a re n tly , h e  found l i t t le  in  in s titu tio n a l r e l ig io n  th a t a p p ea le d  to h im  
p e rs o n a lly , bu t h e  w as a w a re  of A m e r ic a 's  c iv il  re l ig io n  and
17R o b e r ts .  A lley , So H elp Me God (R ichm ond, V irg in ia :
Jo h n  Knox P r e s s ,  1972), p . 82.
18I b id . , p. 86.
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obv iously  ap p ro v ed  of it. C om m enting  in  1963 on P o p e  John X X III1 s
en cy c lica l, P a c e m  in  T e r r i s , he said:
A s a  C a th o lic , I am  proud  of i t ;  a s  an  A m e ric a n  I 
hav e  le a rn e d  fro m  i t  . . . we a r e  le a rn in g  to tak e  
the language of p ro g re s s  and p e a c e  a c ro s s  the  
b a r r i e r s  of s e c t  and  c re e d . ^9
P r e s id e n t  Johnson  r e s to re d  B illy  G raham  to the  p ro m in en ce  
he knew  in  the E isen h o w er y e a r s  and re in s ti tu te d  the  p r a y e r  b re a k ­
f a s t  th a t had  lan g u ish ed  d u rin g  the K ennedy p re s id e n c y . Indeed, 
P r e s id e n t  Johnson  w as qu ite  c a su a l ab o u t the  in s titu tio n a l ch u rch , 
b u t a p p a re n tly  the c iv il  re lig io n  m ea n t a  g re a t  d e a l to  h im . Ja m e s  
R esto n  w ro te  in  1965:
He b e lie v e s  in  the h a rd  d o c tr in e s  of John C a lv in  
and ind iv idua l re sp o n s ib ili ty  and  now tha t the  
p lanned  d e fic it  in  the  tax  cut h a s  in c re a s e d  
p ro s p e r i ty ,  he  b e lie v e s  a l i t t le  in  John M aynard  
K eynes. He i s  f ie rc e ly  p a tr io tic .  He genu inely  
b e lie v e s  th a t God looks out fo r  U ncle  Sam . He 
h a s  no doub ts th is  na tion  w as s e t  a p a r t  to a c h ie v e  
good and  noble p u rp o se s . ^
A s the  in v o lv em en t in  V ie tnam  m ounted , tra d itio n a l A m e ric a n  m e s -
s ia n ism  e m e rg e d  a g a in . T he w ar b e c a m e  a ju s t  w a r and the cau se
w as a lto g e th e r  r ig h te o u s . Johnson  looked  som ew hat lik e  W ilson
stum ping  the  co u n try  on b eh a lf  of the  L eag u e  of N a tions.
My own ju dgm en t is  th a t the ep ito m e  in  p ra c t i t io n e r s  of c iv il
re lig io n  in  A m e ric a  h a s  b e e n  rea ch e d  in  P re s id e n t  N ixon. C e rta in ly
I9 Ib id . , p. 99. 
20I b i d . , p. 113.
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he  h a s  no p e e r s  in  th is  r e g a rd  since  W oodrow  W ilson . The p r im e
exam ple  of th is  s o r t  of th ing  is  the  " in v ita tio n  on ly" re lig io u s  s e rv ic e
conducted  in  th e  W hite H ouse , a  s e rv ic e  d e sc r ib e d  by  R einhold
21N eibuhr a s  the  "k in g ’s ch ap e l. " W hat th is  p r a c t ic e  h a s  done is  to
in s titu tio n a liz e  th e  A m e ric a n  c iv il r e lig io n  th a t h e re to fo re  e x is te d
p r im a r i ly  on the  f r in g e s . R o b e rt A lley  m ak e s  th is  ju dgm en t abou t
B illy  G raham :
B illy  G ra h am  h as b e e n  in tim a te ly  invo lved  in  the  
e ffo rt to m a r ry  the  s e c ta r ia n  fa ith  to  the  w ill  of the 
s ta te . T he N ixon -G raham  d o c tr in e  h as  a s su m e d  
th a t a l l  re lig io n  is  v ir tu o u s  and in  ad d itio n  h a s  
sought to  in s p ir e  in  th e  public th a t  type  of re lig io n  
w hich s e e s  a l l  public  po licy  a s  v ir tu o u s . One h a rd ly  
need  be  rem in d ed  of th e  a llia n c e  b e tw een  p r i e s t  and 
king in  a n c ie n t I s r a e l .  22
H e m ay  be too h a r s h .  G ra h am  w as an  e a r ly  sp o k e sm a n  fo r  r a c ia l
ju s t ic e ,  bu t h e  h a s  not found i t  n e c e s s a ry  to p lay  a  p ro p h e tic  ro le  in
r e g a rd  to n a tio n a l p o licy  and to th a t e x te n t cou ld  be  c la s s e d  u n d e r
th is  typology.
C h r is t  Above C u ltu re  
In N ie b u h r’s view , th e  g re a t  m a jo r ity  of b e l ie v e r s  have  
re fu s e d  to tak e  e i th e r  of th e  v iew s d e sc r ib e d . T hey have  not r e je c te d  
c u ltu re  in  fa v o r of C h r is t  a s  have  the r a d ic a l  C h r is t ia n s  n o r h av e
2 *R einhold N iebuh r, "T he K in g 's  C hapel an d  the K in g 's  
C o u rt, " C a p ito ls , C h r is t ia n ity  and C r i s i s , XXIX, No. 14 (A ugust, 
1969), 211.
22A lley , So H elp Me G od, p. 123.
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th ey  a p p ro p r ia te d  C h r is t  to th e ir  c u ltu re . R a th e r , in  th r e e  d iffe re n t
w ays they  have sought to keep  a foo t both  in  th e  ch u rch  and in  the
w o rld . As N iebuhr pu t it:
We can n o t say e i th e r  C h r is t  o r  c u ltu re  b e ca u se  we 
a re  d ea lin g  w ith  God in  both c a s e s .  We m u st not 
say  bo th  C h r is t  and  c u ltu re  a s  though th e re  w e re  no 
d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  them  b u t w e m u st say  both C h r is t  
and c u ltu re  in  fu ll a w a re n e s s  of the  d u a l n a tu re  of 
o u r law , o u r end an d  o u r s itu a tio n . ^3
The f i r s t  group th a t se ek s  to m a in ta in  th is  "both end" p o s itio n
is  d e s c r ib e d  by N iebuhr u n d e r the pseudonym  of sy n th e s is . N iebuhr
d o es  not find  any  one d ocum en t in  the New T e s ta m e n t th a t c le a r ly
s ta n d s  in  th is  tra d itio n , b u t th e re  a r e  p a s s a g e s  s c a t te re d  th roughou t
i t  th a t exponents often  quote  to  ju s tify  th e ir  v iew s. An ex am p le  is
th is  p a ssa g e  f ro m  M atthew :
Think no t th a t I have  com e to a b o lish  th e  law  and th e  
p ro p h e ts : I have no t com e to ab o lish  th em  but to 
fu lf ill th em  fo r tru ly  I say  to you, h eav en  and e a r th  
w ill p a s s  aw ay b u t not an  io ta , no t a  do t w ill p a ss  
f ro m  th e  law  u n til i t  is  a cc o m p lish e d .
E ven P a u l w hose th ru s t  is  m o re  c le a r ly  in  the d u a lis t  p o sitio n
h a s  had  so m e  say ings e x p ro p r ia te d  to defend th is  view:
L et e v e ry  p e rs o n  b e  su b je c t to the govern ing  
a u th o r i t ie s  fo r  th e r e  is  no a u th o rity  ex cep t fro m  
God and  th o se  who e x is t  have b een  in s t i tu te d  by 
God. T he a u th o r i tie s  a r e  m in is te r s  of God. ^5
22N iebuh r, C h r is t  and  C u ltu re , p . 122. 
24M atthew  5 :17-19 .
III R om ans 1:6.
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E x a m p le s  f ro m  th e  e a r ly  c h u rc h  in c lu d e  J u s t in  M a rty r  and  C lem en t
of A le x a n d r ia . B u t th is  p o s itio n  i s  undoub ted ly  b e s t  ty p if ie d  in
T h o m as A q u in as. N ieb u h r w r i te s :
H e is  a m onk . . . b u t he  i s  a  m onk in  a  c h u rc h  
w h ich  h a s  b e c o m e  th e  g u a rd ia n  of c u ltu re ,  the  
f o s t e r e r  of le a rn in g , th e  ju d g e  of th e  n a tio n s , th e  
p r o te c to r  o f th e  fa m ily , th e  g o v e rn o r  of so c ia l  
r e l ig io n . T h is  g r e a t  m e d ie v a l o rg a n iz a tio n  sy m b o liz ed  
in  th e  p e r s o n  of T h o m as, i t s e l f  r e p r e s e n ts  th e  a c h ie v e ­
m e n t of a r e m a rk a b le  p r a c t ic a l  s y n th e s is .  ^
A s N ieb u h r m a k e s  c le a r ,  T h o m as A qu inas r e p r e s e n ts  th is  a c h ie v e ­
m e n t r a th e r  th an  c r e a te s  i t .  He c o m e s  a t  th e  end of an  epoch  w hose 
in n e r  r a t io n a le  he  c le a r ly  u n d e rs to o d  and lu c id ly  d e s c r ib e d .
In  h is  sy s te m  of though t, h e  co m b in ed  w ithou t 
con fusing  p h ilo so p h y  and  th eo logy , s ta te  and  
c h u rc h , c iv ic  and  C h r is t ia n  v i r tu e s ,  n a tu ra l  
and  d iv ine  la w s , C h r is t  and  c u ltu re . 27
T h e re  i s  a  h ie r a r c h ia l  n a tu re  to T h o m a s ' s t r u c tu r e ,  p e rh a p s  
b e s t  d e m o n s tra te d  by  h is  d e s c r ip t io n  of th e  law . B ut i t  i s  no t an  
o r ie n ta l  s a tra p y . " I t  p re s u p p o s e s  a  c o m m o n  m ind  and  th e  c o n sen t of 
th e  g o v e rn e d . A nd, of c o u rs e ,  T h o m a s ' ty p ic a l A r is to te l ia n  
r e l ia n c e  on  re a s o n . H e re , th e  c h u rc h  i s  th e  v e ry  c e n te r  o f c u ltu re . 
I t i s  th e  v in e  f ro m  w hich  a l l  c u l tu r a l  in s t i tu t io n s  d ra w  th e i r  l i f e 's
2& N iebuhr, C h r is t  and  C u l tu re , p . 129. 
27I b id . , p . 137.
28Ibid .
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blood. In  th is  typology one do es no t speak  of C h r is t  and  c u ltu re  
b e c a u se  th a t su p p o ses  a  d is tin c tio n  w hich is  not h e ld  to ex is t.
One is  h a rd  pu t to find  i l lu s tr a t io n s  of th is  typology in  the  
A m e ric a n  p o lit ic a l  e x p e rie n c e . F a th e r  John C o u rtn ey  M u rray , 
no ted  R om an C atho lic  theologian, who h as s tru g g led  w ith  the  c h u rc h -  
s ta te  p ro b lem  in  A m e ric a , re m in d s  us th a t the  F i r s t  A m endm en t to 
the  C o n stitu tio n  is  no t to be  u n d e rs to o d  a s  an  a r t i c l e  of fa ith , bu t 
a s  an  a r t ic le  of p e a c e . In e v e ry  a s p e c t  of i ts  com m on  life , A m e ric a  
h as  b een  a  p lu ra l is t ic  so c ie ty . T h is h a s  been  p a r t ic u la r ly  t r u e  of 
h e r  m an ifo ld  re lig io u s  h e r i ta g e s . A m e ric a  w as su ch  a  m ix tu re  of 
re lig io n s  tha t e ffo r ts  had  to b e  m ade  to rem o v e  re lig io n  fro m  the 
re a lm  of p o litic a l p o licy  m ak ing . T hose  e ffo rts  h av e  no t a lw ays 
b e en  su c c e ss fu l and  the c h u rc h - s ta te  qu estio n  re m a in s  a c o n s ta n t 
is s u e  b e fo re  the  c o u r ts .  T he a n t i - f e d e ra l i s ts  saw  the  need  no t only 
to p ro te c t  the in d iv id u a l's  f re e d o m  in  re lig io u s  m a t te r s ,  bu t a ls o  to 
rem o v e  re lig io n  a s  f a r  a s  p o s s ib le  f ro m  the re a lm  of p o lit ic s . I t 
w as s im p ly  too v o la ti le  an  is s u e .
If  one had  to s e a rc h  fo r  th o se  in  the A m e ric a n  p o lit ic a l  
e x p e rie n c e  th a t c o m e  c lo s e s t  to th is  p o sitio n , he  w ould , I suppose , 
p o in t to the A m e ric a n  P u r i ta n s . T h e re  is  a  m ed iev a l s t r a in  in  
p u r i ta n  theo logy , p a r t ic u la r ly  w ith i ts  A ugustin ian  e m p h a sis  on the 
so v e re ig n ty  of God. T h e re  a r e  th e o c ra tic  no tions in  th e ir  co n v ic tio n  
th a t c iv il g o v e rn m e n t is  th e  in s tru m e n t  of God and th a t i t  is
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re sp o n s ib le  fo r  c re a tin g  a n  a tm o sp h e re  in  w hich the ch u rch  can  
f lo u r ish . But when a l l  is  sa id  and done, th e se  P u r ita n s  a r e  s t i l l  
c h ild re n  of the  R efo rm ation . They have an  em phasis  on indiv idual 
sa lv a tio n  th a t would have  been  qu ite  s tra n g e  to A quinas. One can 
speak  in te llig en tly  of a  C h r is tia n  c iv iliz a tio n  w hen one ta lk s  about 
th e  M iddle A ges. But th ese  P u r ita n s  re g a rd e d  th em se lv e s  a s  van­
g u a rd s  of r ig h te o u sn e ss  in  an  a lie n  w o rld . T hat i s  to say , they knew 
they  e x is ted  in  a  p lu ra lis t ic  ra th e r  th an  in  a  sy n th esized  so c ie ty . 
They unders tood  th em se lv e s  a s  the t r a n s fo rm e rs  of c u ltu re . Indeed, 
th e ir  th eo c rac y  is  m o re  ak in  to Leo XIII than  to T hom as A quinas. 
P ope  Leo XQI tr ie d  v e ry  genuinely to im p o se  the theology, ph ilo so ­
phy and  in s titu tio n s  of the M iddle A ges upon the  n ineteen th  cen tury . 
The P u r i ta n s  w ith th e ir  e sch a to lo g ica l ben t of m ind sought to c re a te  
the kingdom  of God on e a r th . But in  both c a s e s  i t  is  the tr a n s fo rm a ­
tio n  of c u ltu re  which is  d e s ire d .
We conclude, then , th a t th is  typology h a s  not had w ide 
ex p o su re  in  A m e ric a  (o r anyw here  e lse  s ince  the M iddle A ges) and 
we cou ld  guess  th a t i t  is  h ighly  un like ly  th a t we w ill find  m any 
c le rg y m e n  who v iew  the C h r is t  and c u ltu re  p ro b lem  in  th is  fashion.
C h r is t  and C u ltu re  in  P a rad o x
The second typology th a t say s "y es"  to both  C h r is t  and c u l­
tu r e  does so, say s N iebuhr, by holding them  in  a  p a ra d o x ica l r e la ­
tio n sh ip . H ere , he would p lace  a l l  those  who g a th e r under the
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im p re c is e  te rm  " e x is te n tia l is t .  " H e re  i s  a  b e lie v e r  in  co n flic t. On 
the  one s id e , th e re  i s  the  in d iv id u a l b e lie v e r  and  a l l  h is  c u ltu ra l  
a c t iv i t ie s ,  inc lud ing  h is  s ta te  and h is  c h u rc h . And, on the  o th e r  
s id e , th e r e  is  a  God who i s  conce ived  to be  "holy . " The a im  of the  
b e lie v e r  is  to b r id g e  th a t c h asm . H is re lig io u s  goal is  la rg e ly  
in d iv id u a l in  sco p e , not c u ltu ra l .  He se e k s  to w ork  out h is  own 
sa lv a tio n  w ith  f e a r  and tre m b lin g . T hat is  h is  f i r s t  p r io r i ty .
To i l lu s t r a te  th is  p a ra d o x ic a l s itu a tio n , N iebuhr p o in ts  to 
th e  in s titu tio n  of p ro p e r ty . P r iv a te  p ro p e r ty  g u a rd s  a g a in s t  th eft, 
b u t in  i t s  n am e  g r e a t  c r im e s  a r e  c o m m itte d  a g a in s t in n o cen ts . M a r ­
r ia g e , l ik e w ise , bo th  p re v e n ts  and  c o v e rs  a  m u ltitu d e  of s in s . A ll 
th e se  r a t io n a l  c u ltu ra l  in s titu tio n s  have  a n  i r r a t io n a l  n a tu re  a s  w e ll. 
The p ro b le m  fo r  the  d u a lis t  is  th a t he  s e e s  th is  and  b e lie v e s  th a t he 
can  n e ith e r  change  i t  o r  e sc a p e  it. L it t le  w o n d er, th e re fo re ,  th a t he 
m u s t ta lk  in  p a ra d o x ic a l te r m s .
N iebuh r b e lie v e s  th a t the th eo lo g ica l ro o ts  of th is  tra d itio n  
a r e  to b e  d is c o v e re d  in  the  P a u lin e  w r it in g s . He ho ld s th a t P a u l is  
ty p ic a l o f the  G reek  d iv is io n  be tw een  body and  s p ir i t .  A s long a s  the  
m an  r e m a in s  in  the  body, th a t  i s  to  sa y , in  th is  w o rld , he  n eed s 
in s t itu t io n s  lik e  the  s ta te  to r e s t r a in  the  w icked im p u lse s  a s s o c ia te d  
w ith the  body. B u t c u ltu ra l  in s titu tio n s  have  no p o s itiv e  function , 
on ly  a  n eg a tiv e  one. In  P a u l 's  view , J e s u s  had  re la tiv iz e d  a l l  c u l­
tu r a l  in s t i tu t io n s . A ll w e re  in c lu d ed  u n d e r " s in . " T hey se rv e d  a
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p u rp o se  in  r e s t ra in in g  the p a ss io n s  of m an , b u t the  p o s itiv e  fu nc tion
of c u ltu re , p a r t ic u la r ly  g o v ern m en t in  c re a t in g  a n  a tm o sp h e re  in
■which the  ch u rch  can  p e rfo rm  i t s  tra n s fo rm in g  w ork , i s  m is s in g .
M en a re  c o n s tra in e d  to  l iv e  in  co n flic t u n d e r two e th ic a l s y s te m s - -
th a t  of th e  w o rld  w hich i s  c o rru p t, but unavo idab le , and th a t of
C h r is t  w hich can  n e v e r  be  p e rfe c te d  in  th is  w o rld , b u t h a s  a s  i ts
u ltim a te  a im  e te rn a l  life . P a u l, i t  should  be  no ted , does not r e je c t
c u ltu re , bu t n e ith e r  do es he  hallow  i t  by seek ing  to find  ro o ts  fo r
c u ltu ra l  in s titu tio n s  in  the teach in g s  of J e s u s .  Such in s titu tio n s  a r e
d efended  on the  b a s is  of th e  ten  c o m m an d m en ts , t r a d i t io n  o r  P a u l 's
ow n com m on se n se . B u t they  lac k  any "holy p u rp o se . "
T he com plex  f ig u re  of M a rtin  L u th e r  i s  a lso  u n d e rs to o d  th is
w ay by N iebuhr.
He m ak es sh a rp  d is tin c tio n s  b e tw een  te m p o ra l  
and s p ir i tu a l  l if e  o r  be tw een  w hat is  e x te rn a l and  
in te rn a l ,  b e tw een  body and sou l, b e tw een  the re ig n  
of C h r is t  and  th e  w o rld  of hum an  w o rk s  o r  c u ltu re . 29
E ffo r ts  to u n d e rs ta n d  th is  t r a d i t io n  r e q u ir e  one to think in  a  
d y n am ic , d ia le c t ic a l  w ay. Caught a s  he is  b e tw een  C h r is t  and c u l­
tu re ,  th e  d u a lis t  f in d s
life  bo th  t ra g ic  and joyfu l. T h e re  i s  no so lu tion  of 
the  d ile m m a  th is  s ide  of d ea th  . . . the hope of a  
b e t te r  c u ltu re  i s  no t th e ir  ch ie f c o n c e rn  b u t r a th e r
29Ibid. , p . 171.
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th is : th a t  th e ir  own p a r t ic u la r  b le s s in g  should  
in c r e a s e  w hich i s  the  t ru th  a s  i t  i s  in  C h r is t .
T he d u a lis tic  a p p ro a ch  to  ideo logy  i s  found in  m any d is c ip lin e s  
b e s id e  theo logy . We c an  see  i t  in  the  s c ie n t is t  who m a in ta in s  th a t 
re l ig io n  and sc ie n c e  deal in  in c o m m e n su ra b le  t ru th s .  I t can  be 
o b se rv e d  am ong p h ilo so p h e rs  who r e je c t  any  co m b in a tio n  of fa ith  and 
re a s o n . E c o n o m is ts  who a r e  c o m m itted  to law s of supply  and dem and  
and  can  se e  no e th ic a l com ponen t in  the  a llo c a tio n  of r e s o u rc e s  a r e  
ty p ic a l of s e c u la r iz e d  v iew  of th is  sa m e  a ttitu d e . The once fa s h io n ­
a b le  d eb a te  b e tw een  r e a l i s t s  and  id e a lis ts  am ong s tu d e n ts  of i n t e r ­
n a tio n a l p o lit ic s  i B  a  v e rs io n  of th is  p o sitio n .
The d u a lis t  a n sw e r  h a s  a  long h is to ry  in  A m e ric a  and is  the  
one  m o s t o ften  g iv en  in  d e fen se  of the s e p a ra tio n  of c h u rc h  and s ta te .  
The e a r l ie s t  ex am p le  of th is  v iew  is  se en  in  R oger W illiam s. He 
r e je c te d  th e  sy n th e tic  ap p ro ach  of A n g lican ism  and  th e  c o n v e rs io n is t  
e f fo r ts  of th e  P u r i ta n s .  He w as opposed  to any union betw een  p o lit ic s  
an d  re lig io n  p r im a r i ly  b e c a u se  he  fe l t  i t  w ould c o r ru p t  the ch u rch .
He i l lu s t r a te s  th is  v iew  w ith 'h is  analogy of the  c h u rc h  a s  a g a rd en . 
B eyond i t  l ie s  the  w ild e rn e s s  of th e  sin fu l w o rld . T he only w ay to 
p r e s e r v e  th e  g a rd e n  is  to e re c t  a  w a ll. A dm itted ly , such  an  analogy  
cou ld  c a u se  u s  to pu t W illiam s in  the  C h r is t  a g a in s t c u ltu re  typology. 
He r e p re s e n ts  th e  d ifficu lty  of o u r ch o sen  m ethodology . He is  too
30I b id . , pp . 178-179.
com plex  a  f ig u re , too tang ib le  to f i t  in to  any m old . I in c lu d e  him  
h e re  b e c a u se  N iebuhr does so and a lso  b e c a u se  I th ink  th is  typology 
w ith  i ts  d u a lis t ic , e x is te n tia l, p a ra d o x ic a l, s o u l- s e a rc h in g  s p ir i t  
m o re  n e a r ly  r e p r e s e n ts  W illiam s th an  the  se ttle d , if  ra d ic a l ,  v iew  
of th o se  who b e lie v e  C h r is t  and  c u ltu re  a r e  i r r e c o n c i la b le .  W illiam s 
sough t to  keep  one foot in  each  w orld  a lb e it  u n su c c e ss fu lly . W illiam s 
is  not re a lly  a  p o lit ic a l  th e o r is t .  He w anted  u n c o e rc e d  free d o m  of 
c o n sc ie n c e  and  w o rsh ip  and p ro b ab ly  w ould have  tak en  i t  fro m  any 
fo rm  of g o v e rn m en t that gave i t  to h im . Y et, th a t v e ry  in s is te n c e  
on "so u l l ib e r ty "  c au se d  h im  to b ecom e the sym bol o f th e  se p a ra tio n  
of c h u rc h  and s ta te  in  A m e ric a , a  p o s itio n  e s s e n tia lly  d u a lis t  in 
n a tu re . It should  be  po in ted  out th a t W illiam s n e v e r  r e a l ly  found a  
so lu tio n  to the  C h r is t  and c u ltu re  p ro b le m . H is s e a rc h  le d  him  
th rough  A n g lican ism , P u r i ta n is m , A n ab ap tism  and , f in a lly , to b ecom e 
a " s e e k e r"  w hich w as not a  so lu tio n  a t  a l l ,  bu t s im p ly  the  c ry  of 
s tru g g le  one m ig h t expect f ro m  th o se  who g rap p le  e x is te n tia lly  w ith 
the  c o n flic t b e tw een  C h r is t  and  the w o rld . A l a t e r  ex am p le  is  
R einhold  N iebuh r. H e re  is  th e  m an  w ith  the m ind f a r  too la rg e  to be  
c a te g o r iz e d , b u t N iebuhr, in  M o ra l M an in  Im m o ra l S o c ie ty , p reaches 
to  re lig io u s  and  s e c u la r  l ib e r a l s  th a t th e re  is  a  q u a lita tiv e  d iffe ren ce  
b e tw een  the m o ra lity  of the  in d iv id u a l and  th a t of c o lle c tiv e s .
We could  i l lu s t r a te  th is  a p p ro a c h  to the C h r is t  and c u ltu re  
p ro b le m  by looking a t  any of the  L u th e ra n  c h u rc h e s  o r  p ie t is t ic
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g ro u p s. B ut s in c e  the  study is  d ea lin g  w ith c le rg y m e n  in  a  so u th e rn  
c ity , p e rh a p s  a  m o re  a p p ro p r ia te  i l lu s tr a t io n  is  th a t d e s c r ib e d  by  
P r o f e s s o r  E . T. T hom pson in  h is  p am p h le t e n title d  "T he  S p ir itu a lity  
of the  C hu rch . " D r. T hom pson  p o in ts  ou t th a t le a d e r s  of so u th e rn  
re lig io n  in  the e ra  im m e d ia te ly  p r io r  to the  C iv il W ar id en tifie d  the 
c a u se  of God w ith the  c a u se  of th e  C o n fed eracy . H is con ten tion  is  
th a t th is  id e n tif ic a tio n  of re l ig io n  w ith a so c ia l m o v em en t i s  to  be  
expec ted  am ong c le rg y m e n  w ith  a  C a lv in is tic  b ack g ro u n d  and  an  
accom pany ing  fa ith  in  the  so v e re ig n ty  of God. T h a t b e lie f  th a t God 
is  a c tiv e  no t only in  th e  c h u rc h  bu t in  h is to ry  re q u ire d  them  to  se ek  
to u n d e rs ta n d  w hat God m igh t b e  doing in  the  so c ia l m ov em en ts  of 
th e ir  day and to  len d  th e  w eigh t of the  ch u rch  to th o se  judged  to be 
in  a c c o rd a n c e  w ith  the  s c r ip tu r a l  teach in g . In  o th e r  w o rd s , so u th e rn  
re lig io n  w as c o n v e rs io n is t  a f te r  the  fash io n  of the  P u r i ta n s .  But, 
sa y s  D r. T hom pson , w hen th e  w a r  w as lo s t  the  e m b a r ra s s m e n t  w as 
such th a t th e  South developed  a  unique and p a r t ic u la r  e m p h a s is  on 
" s p ir i tu a l i ty ,  " th a t i s ,  i t  ch o se  to e m p h a size  p e rs o n a l  e th ic s  to the 
e x c lu s io n  of s o c ia l  e th ic s . T h is  is  e s se n tia lly  a  d u a lis t  p o s itio n , no t 
p a r t  of th e  C a lv in is tic  h e r i ta g e  th a t m a rk e d  m o st of th e  South in  th a t 
p e rio d . In  D r. T h o m p so n 's  v iew , thiB is  why so u th e rn  c h u rc h e s  
w e re  not m o re  a c tiv e  in  the  c iv il  r ig h ts  m o v em en ts  of the  f if t ie s  and  
s ix tie s .
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S im ila r  c r i t iq u e s  have b e e n  m ade by P r o f e s s o r  S am uel H. 
Hill* J r .  in  h is  book S ou thern  C h u rc h es  in  C r i s i s . H e re  i s  a  p a r t i c ­
u la r ly  in c is iv e  a n a ly s is  of the so u th e rn  c h u rc h 's  ra d ic a l  in d iv id u a l­
is m  and  i ts  p reo c cu p a tio n s  bo th  w ith  the  p a s t  and  the fu tu re  to  th e  
n e g le c t of the p re s e n t . We m ig h t expec t, th en , th a t th is  d u a lis tic  
p o s itio n  w ith i ts  long h is to ry  in  the  South m ay  w e ll b e  th e  m odel m o st 
v is ib le  in  our in v e s tig a tio n  and  w e w ill have to l is te n  v e ry  c lo se ly  fo r  
it.
C h r i s t , The T ra n s fo rm e r  o f C u ltu re  
The th ird  m ed ia ted  typo logy  i s  c o n v e rs io n is t  C h r is tia n ity . 
N iebuh r finds i ts  ro o ts  in  the v iew s of c re a tio n , the  n a tu re  of m an  
and h is to ry  held  by i t s  a d h e re n ts . A s f a r  a s  c re a tio n  i s  c o n ce rn e d , 
th e se  peop le  see  th a t i t  is  "good. " The fa ll  of m an, in  th e ir  ju d g ­
m en t, i s  the w ork  of m an, no t God.
M an 's  n a tu re  h a s  b ecom e c o rru p te d , i t  is  not a s  
som eth ing  th a t  ought no t to  e x is t b u t som eth ing  th a t 
h a s  becom e w arp ed , tw is te d , and m is d ire c te d  . . .
T he p ro b lem  of c u ltu re  i s ,  th e re fo re , the  p ro b lem  
of i ts  c o n v e rs io n  not i t s  re p la c e m e n t by a new 
c re a tio n .
And a s  fo r  th e ir  v iew  of h is to ry , th e se  peop le  ho ld  th a t
to  God a ll  th in g s a r e  p o s s ib le  in  a  h is to ry  th a t i s  
fu n d am en ta lly  not a c o u rs e  of m e re ly  hum an  even ts
31Ibid. , p . 194.
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bu t a lw ays a t  a  d ra m a tic  in te ra c t io n  betw een  God and 
32m an.
N iebuhr can  find  e x am p le s  of th is  view  of the  C h r is t  and c u l ­
tu r e  p ro b le m  th roughou t th e  New T e s ta m e n t, but b e lie v e s  th a t i t s  
m o s t  e x p lic it exponent is  the w r i t e r  o f the  fo u rth  G o sp e l, "fo r God
se n t H is son  in to  the w o rld  no t to  con d em n  the w o rld  bu t th a t the
33w o rld  m igh t be  sav ed  th ro u g h  H im . " P a u l h as in tim a tio n s  of th is  
v iew , b u t th ey  seem  overshadow ed , in  N ieb u h r's  op in ion , by h is  
p re o c c u p a tio n  w ith though ts of " f le sh "  and  "death . " T he Logos 
theo logy  of John  in  w hich the  w o rld  w as fro m  the beg inn ing  and w ith ­
o u t w hich nothing w as c re a te d  i s  a  f a r  m o re  fa ith fu l re n d e r in g  of 
th is  tra d itio n . H e re , the  p h y s ic a l w o rld  is  not su b je c t to  the sp e c ia l  
w ra th  of God. H e re , m a te r ia l  sy m b o ls  like  n a tu ra l b i r th ,  ea ting , 
d rin k in g , w ind, b re a d  and w ine a r e  sym bo ls fu ll of th eo lo g ica l m e a n ­
in g .
W hen one m oves ou t of th e  B ib lic a l e ra , p e rh a p s  A ugustine
an d  C a lv in  a r e  th e  c le a r e s t  ex am p le s  of th is  view .
T h e re  i s  room  w ith in  the A u g u stin ian  th eo ry  f o r  the  
thought th a t  m a th e m a tic s , lo g ic  and  n a tu ra l sc ie n c e , 
the  f in e  a r t s  and  techno logy  m ay  a l l  becom e bo th  a  
b e n e f ic ia ry  of th e  c o n v e rs io n  of m a n 's  love and  the  
in s tru m e n ts  of th a t new  love  of God tha t r e jo ic e s  in  
H is w hole c re a t io n  and  s e r v e s  a l l  H is c r e a tu r e s .  ^4
33John  3:16.
3^N ieb u h r, C h r is t  and  C u ltu re , p . 215.
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One r e c a l l s  th a t John  C a lv in  d id  not only w an t to m ake 
G enevans C h r is t ia n , he  w anted  to  m ake G eneva C h r is tia n . To such  
p eo p le , h is to ry  i s  th e  a re n a  of in te ra c tio n  w ith  a  God to  whom a l l  
th in g s a r e  p o s s ib le  and  m en. A ll th a t is  re q u ire d  fo r  th e  t r a n s fo r m a ­
tio n  of c u ltu re  i s  a  com m unity  o f b e lie v e r s  open to  the  pow er of the  
so v e re ig n  God. C a lv in  looks fo r  th e  p e rm e a tio n  of a l l  of l ife  by the 
fa ith . H e v iew s a l l  v o c a tio n s  a s  a n  opportun ity  to g lo r ify  God. He 
se e s  th e  Btate a s  G o d 's  m in is te r ,  both in  i t s  n e g a tiv e  function  a s  the  1 
r e s t r a in e r  of ev il an d  in  i ts  m o re  im p o rta n t p o s itiv e  function  a s  the  
p ro m o te r  of the  g e n e ra l  w e lfa re . T hus, in  C a lv in 's  v iew , the  s ta te  
h a s  a  h igh  m o ra l p u rp o se .
A cco rd in g  to  N iebuhr, th is  c o n v e rs io n is t  tendency  h as b een  
the dom inan t th em e  in  A m e ric a n  C h r is t ia n i ty 's  a n sw e r  to the C h r is t  
and c u ltu re  p ro b le m . He defends h is  opin ion  in  h is  book en title d  
The K ingdom  of God in  A m e r ic a .
The id ea  the  k ingdom  of God h a s  b e e n  the dom inan t 
id e a  in  A m e ric a n  C h r is t ia n ity  ju s t  a s  the  id e a  of 
d iv is io n  h ad  b e e n  p a ra m o u n t in  m ed iev a l fa ith .
B u t i t  h a s  no t a lw ays m ean s  th e  sa m e  th ing . 35
In e a r ly  A m e ric a , s a y s  N iebuhr, th e  k ingdom  of God m ea n t th e
"so v e re ig n ty  o f God, " N iebuhr b e lie v e s  th a t th e  p la titu d e  w hich  say s
th a t th e  P u r i ta n s  c a m e  to A m e ric a  in  o rd e r  to e s ta b lis h  a  th e o c ra c y
is  t ru e  no t only of th e  P u r i ta n s ,  b u t of a l l  o f th o se  who cam e  in  the
3®H. R ic h a rd  N iebuh r, T he K ingdom  of God in  A m e ric a  (New 
Y ork: H a rp e r  8t Row, 1959), p. 12.
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beg inn ing  y e a r s .  T h is  id ea  do es no t m ean  th a t e a r ly  A m e ric a n s  
w e re  u top ian  in  th e  p o p u la r  s e n se  of th a t .w ord, b u t r e a l i s t s  who 
hoped f o r  a  se n se  o f th e  r e a l i ty  of G od 's ru le  in  a  s te r n  and r ig o ro u s  
e x is te n c e .
T he kingdom  of God w as not so m eth in g  to b e  b u ilt  o r  
to  b e  e s ta b lis h e d  n o r som eth ing  th a t  c am e  in to  th e  
w o rld  f ro m  w ithou t. It w as r a th e r  th e  ru le  w hich , 
hav ing  b een  e s ta b lish e d  f ro m  e te rn ity , needed  to  be 
obeyed d e sp ite  the  re b e llio n  a g a in s t i t  w hich f lo u r ­
ish e d  in  th e  w o rld . 36
T he c o n s titu tio n  fo r  th is  new o rd e r  w as , of c o u rs e , ho ly  w r it .  
N iebuhr m a in ta in s  th a t the  kingdom  of God in te rp re te d  a s  the  s o v e r ­
eign ty  of God gave b i r th  to th e  id e a s  of c o n s titu tio n a lism , the  in d e ­
pendence  of th e  c h u rc h  and the  no tion  of l im ita tio n s  of a l l  hum an  
p o w er.
The e ig h teen th  c e n tu ry  s e e s  the  id e a  of the  kingdom  of God 
changed  to a  r e la te d  th em e , th a t of the  r e ig n  of C h r is t .  T h is p e rio d  
of aw akening  and re v iv a lis m  in te rp re te d  th e  id ea  in  m o re  p e rs o n a l  
t e r m s .  T h e re  w as l e s s  d i r e c t  in v o lv em en t w ith  p o l i t ic s  and, say s  
N iebuh r, a  co n seq u en t re -e n fo rc e m e n t  of th e  id ea  of th e  se p a ra tio n  
of c h u rc h  and  s ta te . We a r e ,  ho w ev er, n o n e th e le ss  s t i l l  d ea lin g  w ith 
c o n v e rs io n is ts , b u t w ith  c o n v e rs io n is ts  who fe e l  i t  n e c e s s a ry  f i r s t  to 
w a rm  th e  h e a r ts  of m en . N iebuhr w r ite s  th a t the  g r e a t  aw akening 
w as no th ing  le s s  th a n  A m e r ic a 's  n a tio n a l co n v e rs io n .
36I b id . , p. 56.
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The k ingdom  of God in te rp re te d  a s  the k ingdom  on e a r th  is* 
in  N ie b u h r 's  v iew , a  re la tiv e ly  new id e a . T h is i s  ty p ic a l of the  
n in e tee n th  c e n tu ry 's  e m p h a s is  on the  S o c ia l G ospel. The te m p e ra n c e  
m o v em en t, w o m e n 's  r ig h ts  and  a b o litio n  a r e  p a r t  o f th is  sa m e  w hole. 
N iebuhr quotes S am uel H a r r i s ,  one of th e  e s te e m e d  p re a c h e r s  of the 
day:
T he kingdom  of C h r is t  is  no t o r ig in a te d  and  advanced  
by the  spon taneous d ev e lo p m en t of hum anity ; b u t a  
red e em in g  pow er th a t  com es dow n upon h u m an ity  f ro m  
God and e n te r s  in to  hum an  h is to ry  a s  an  a lw ay s w o rk ­
ing en e rg y  qu ickening  m en  to s p i r i tu a l  life  and  t r a n s ­
fo rm in g  so c ie ty  in to  th e  k ingdom  of God. ^ 7
N iebuhr fin d s th is  c o n v e rs io n a lis t  m en ta lity  in  s e c u la r  fo rm
th ro u g h o u t A m e r ic a 's  h is to ry . J a m e s  T ru s lo w  A dam s on th e
A m e ric a n  d re a m  and F r e d e r ic k  J a c k s o n  on  the  s ig n if ic a n c e  of the
A m e ric a n  f ro n t ie r  a r e  ty p ic a l, in  h is  m in d , of s e c u la r iz e d  v iew s of
the  sa m e  id ea . W hether re l ig io u s  o r  s e c u la r ,  w hat is  b e liev ed  is
th a t  h is to ry  is  open -en d ed . It c an  b e  m oved  f ro m  th is  po in t in
h is to ry  to th a t p o in t w hich is  a n  im p ro v e m e n t on th e  p r e s e n t  s itu a tio n .
T h a t i s  c le a r ly  A ugustin ian . W hat i s  r e q u ir e d  fo r  th e  rem o d e lin g  of
so c ie ty , then , i s  a  com m unity  of b e l ie v e r s  w illin g  to  be  em pow ered
by  th e  so v e re ig n  God o r  the  n a tio n a l ideo logy .
W hen one s tu d ie s  N ie b u h r 's  m o d e ls , i t  b e c o m e s  a p p a re n t  th a t
he  w r i te s  of th em  in  the s a m e  o rd e r  he  a d m ire s  th e m . H is a ffec tio n
37I b id . , p. 160.
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is  fo r  the c o n v e rs io n is t  t r a d i tio n  and  he  p o s its  a s  a  m a t te r  of fa ith  
th e  b e lie f  th a t  A m e ric a n  re lig io n  i s  a  dynam ic fo rc e  th a t h a s  had  a  
p o s itiv e  in flu en ce  on th e  m old ing  of A m e ric a n  c u ltu re . He a d m its  
in  T he S o c ia l S o u rces of D en o m in a tio n a lism  th a t c u ltu re  m o lds th e  
in s t itu t io n a l  l i f e  of re lig io n . But w h a t c u ltu re  does to  re lig io n  i s  
n o t n e a r ly  a s  im p o rta n t o r  a s  p o s itiv e  a s  w hat re l ig io n  does fo r  
c u ltu re .
R ic h a rd  N ieb u h r ' b  b ro th e r , R einhold , a g re e s  th a t th is  co n ­
v e r s io n is t  m o d el is  the one  th a t m o s t m a rk s  A m e r ic a 's  re lig io u s  
tra d itio n . H e w rite s :
W h eth er our n a tio n  in te rp r e ts  i t s  s p ir i tu a l  h e r i ta g e  
th ro u g h  M a ssa c h u se tts  o r  V irg in ia , we c a m e  in to  
e x is te n c e  w ith a  s e n se  of be ing  a  " s e p a ra te d  na tion"  
w hich  God w as u s in g  to  m ake a  new  beginning  fo r  
m ankind . We had  renounced  th e  ev ils  of E u ro p ea n  
fe u d a lism . We had  e sca p ed  f ro m  the e v ils  of E u ro p ean  
re lig io u s  b ig o try . We had found b ro ad  sp a c e s  fo r  the 
sa t is fa c tio n  of h u m an  d e s i r e s  in  p lace  of th e  crow ded  
E u ro p e . We had  b e e n  ca lled  ou t by God to c r e a te  a 
new hum anity . We w e re  G od 's A m e ric a n  I s r a e l .  ^8
To su m m a riz e  th e  fiv e  m o d e ls , w e can  r e p r e s e n t  them  a s
fo llow s:
R einho ld  N ieb u h r, The Iro n y  o f A m e ric a n  H is to ry  {New 
Y ork: C h a r le s  S c r ib n e r 's  Sons, 1952), p . 24.
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A. CHRIST AGAINST CULTURE
In s titu tio n a l 
re lig io n  D em ands
*




E n v iro n m en t
A u th o rita tiv e , 
V alue  - A lio c a tin g  
D ec is io n - M aking 
A c tiv itie s  o r  
A gencies
E n v iro n m en t
R ew ard s
D e p riv a tio n s
1E n v iro n m en t T  F e e d b ac k  E n v iro n m en tJ
B. CHRIST O F  CULTURE
E n v iro n m e n ta l-  
re lig io u s  d em an d s, 
su p p o rts  __________
A
A utho r  i ta t iv e , 
V a lue-A lloc  a tin g  
D e c is io n - M aking 
A c tiv itie s  o r  
A gencies
1
F eed b ack
R e w ard s
D e p riv a tio n s
C. CHRIST ABOVE CU LTU RE
R elig io u s -
e n v iro n m e n ta l____
d em an d s, su p p o rts
A u th o rita tiv e , 
V a lue-A lloc  a tin g  
D ec isio n -M ak in g  
A c tiv itie s  o r  
A g en cies
R ew ard s
D e p riv a tio n s
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D. CHRIST AND CULTURE IN  PARADOX
C o n flic t of V alues




A u th o rita tiv  e
V alue-A lloca l 
D ecision-M ali 





F eed b ack
E n v iro n m en t
 ^ R ew ard s
 ^ D e p riv a tio n s
 I
E n v iro n m en t E n v iro n m en t
E . CHRIST, TH E  TRANSFORM ER O F CULTURE
E n v iro n m en t
C h r is t ia n  dem ands
  >
C h r is t ia n  su p p o rts
A u th o rita tiv e , 
V a lu e -A llo ca tin g  
D ec is io n -M ak in g  
A c tiv it ie s  o r  
A g en c ie s
1
F eed b ack
E n v iro n m en t
C h r is t ia n
re w a rd s
C h r is t ia n  
d e p riv a tio n s  
 *
I
E n v iro n m en t E n v iro n m en t
Of c o u rs e , the  p ro b le m  w ith  such  d ia g ra m s  i s  th a t th ey  
a s s u m e  d is tin c tio n s  w hich m ay  no t, in  fa c t, e x is t. And i t  i s  fo r  th a t 
r e a s o n  th a t o u r  m o d e ls  a r e  on ly  u se fu l co n cep tu a l a r t i f a c ts .  I t  i s  
o f te n  q u ite  d iff ic u lt in  dea ling  w ith  A m e r ic a 's  m an ifo ld  re lig io u s  
t r a d i t io n  to f i t  a l l  g roups o r  m en  in to  one p a r t ic u la r  m old. C o n ­
s is te n c y , a f te r  a l l ,  is  the "hobgoblin  of l i t t le  m in d s"  an d  few
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dynam ic  m o v em en ts  s tay  in  one p lace  fo r  v e ry  long. S till, N ie b u h r 's  
w ork  i s  qu ite  u se fu l to us. H e h as  d e s c r ib e d  the v a r ie ty  of w ay in  
w hich  n o rm a tiv e , th eo lo g ica l thought c an  r e la te  to d e s c r ip t iv e , 
p o lit ic a l  a c tio n . And h e  h a s  p ro v id ed  us w ith  the co n cep tu a l f r a m e ­
w ork  in  w hich to couch w hat w as le a rn e d  f ro m  the in te rv ie w s .
C H A PT ER  HI
PO LIT IC S O F  ACCOMMODATION
A p p ro x im ate ly  th ir ty  m in u te s  of the  o n e -h o u r  in te rv ie w  w as 
sp e n t on a  d e s c r ip t io n  and d is c u s s io n  of the  N ieb u h rian  m o d e ls . The 
c le rg y m e n  w e re  a sk e d  to  be  bo th  d e s c r ip t iv e  and  n o rm a tiv e . I 
w an ted  to know  w hich  m odel th ey  though t m o st a p p ro p r ia te  in  d e ­
s c r ib in g  the  c u r r e n t  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  th e  c h u rc h  and i t s  c u ltu re , 
w hich  w as the  m odel they  thought ought to  e x is t  in  o u r so c ie ty  and  
w hich  one w as m o s t d e s c r ip t iv e  in  th e i r  own p a r t ic u la r  v iew  of th a t 
r e la tio n sh ip . I  w as im m e d ia te ly  s tru c k  by the h igh  d e g re e  of u n i­
fo rm ity  am ong th o se  in te rv ie w e d . W hether I  ta lk ed  w ith  a  v e ry  
fu n d am en ta l B a p tis t w ith  l im ite d  e d u ca tio n  o r  a  v e ry  so p h is tic a te d  
A ng lican , the  a n s w e rs  w e re  n e a r ly  a l l  th e  sa m e . An e ffo r t w as 
m ade  to  gauge th e  o rthodoxy  of each  in te rv ie w e e . A s in d ic a te d  in  
A ppendix II, th is  w as done by a sk in g  q u estio n s  f ro m  two e s ta b lish e d  
te s tin g  in s tru m e n ts :  G lock an d  S ta rk , D im en sio n s of R e lig io n , and 
L en sk i, R e lig io u s O rie n ta tio n  an d  Inv o lv em en t. B ut o rthodoxy , w ith 
a  few  ex cep tio n s to be  no ted , se em e d  to be  u n re la te d  to th e ir  g e n e ra l 
v iew  of the  c h u rc h 's  ro le  in  so c ie ty . T h e re  w e re  som e v a r ia t io n s  in
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s e lf -e s te e m  and  a lie n a tio n  b e tw een  w h ite s  and b la c k s  and  younger 
and  o ld e r  m en . T h ese  d a ta  w e re  a g a in  g a rn e re d  by  th e  u se  of 
e s ta b lish e d  te s tin g  in s tru m e n ts ,  in  th is  in s ta n c e , C o p p e rsm ith 's  
S e lf -E s te e m  In v en to ry  and  S h erw o o d 's  In v en to ry  of th e  Self C oncep t. 
Q u estio n s on  a lie n a tio n  and an o m ie  w e re  taken  f ro m  H orton  and 
T hom pson , P o li t ic a l  A lien a tio n , and  C rum baugh , P u rp o s e  in  L ife  
T e s t . N o n e th e le ss , th e s e  v a r ia tio n s  w hich w ill b e  d e s c r ib e d  l a te r  
d id  not s ig n ifican tly  a l t e r  the o v e ra ll  v iew  of th e  c h u rc h -c u ltu re  
p ro b le m  an d  th e  im p re s s io n  of unan im ity  re m a in s  an d  m u s t  be  su p ­
p o r te d  and exp la ined .
In sum , th re e  h y p o th eses  e m e rg e  w ith  r e g a r d  to the  c h u rc h  
and  the  s o c ia l  o rd e r :  (1) th a t the  c o n te m p o ra ry  c h u rc h  seek s to a c ­
com m odate  i ts e l f  to i t s  c u ltu ra l  se ttin g . I t is  a  r e f le c t io n  and le g i t -  
im iz e r  of c u ltu ra l  v a lu e s . O p e ra tio n a lly , i t  o f fe rs  A m e ric a  w hat 
A m e ric a  w an ts  to h e a r ,  a p p ro v a l o f i t s  " A m e ric a n  w ay  of life . "
( 2)  T hat th e  c h u rc h  ought to be tra n s fo rm in g  c u ltu ra l  v a lu e s , m y th s , 
and  sym bo ls  u n til they  tak e  on  a  un iquely  C h r is t ia n  co n ten t. T h is  is  
i t s  n o rm a tiv e  ro le , b u t one i t  only o c c a s io n a lly  p e r fo rm s , in  the 
ju d g m en t of th o se  in te rv ie w e d . And (3) th a t the  d is ju n c tu re  be tw een  
th e  c h u rc h 's  o p e ra tio n a l and  n o rm a tiv e  ro le s  p ro d u c e s  in  the  c le rg y ­
m en  in te rv ie w e d  a  p a ra d o x ic a l v iew  o f th e  c h u rc h -c u l tu ra l  p ro b lem . 
T h ese  m en  fe e l  h e lp le s s  to  do v e ry  m uch  abou t s o c ia l  p ro b le m s  a t 
th e ir  in s titu tio n a l le v e l. A gain , th e re  a r e  ex cep tio n s  to  th e se  g e n e ra l
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v iew s of th e  s itu a tio n  and we w ill p o in t th em  out, b u t the v a s t  w eigh t 
of op in ion  i s  in  th is  d ire c tio n .
B e fo re  m oving to  d e s c r ib e  the  find ings of th e  study, i t  i s  
n e c e s s a ry  to acco u n t fo r  the  high d e g re e  of u n ifo rm ity , fo r  i t  is  
in tr ig u in g  in  i t s  own r ig h t. Out o f tw enty  fo cu sed  in te rv ie w s , s ix te e n  
saw  the  s itu a tio n  a s  I hav e  d e s c r ib e d  i t .  F o u r  d e s c r ib e d  the  p r e s e n t  
c h u rc h -c u ltu re  re la tio n sh ip  a s  a  m ix tu re  of th e  c h u rc h 's  a cc o m m o d a ­
tio n  to  c u ltu re  and  th e  c h u rc h 's  e ffo r t  to t r a n s fo rm  c u ltu re . T h e se  
fo u r  d id  no t s h a re  a  com m on e c c le s ia s t ic a l  h e r i ta g e , o rthodoxy , ag e  
o r  r a c e .  T he s ig n ifican t u n an im ity  am ong the  sa m p le , coupled  w ith 
a  lack  of co m m o n ality  am ong th e  d is s id e n ts , a p p a re n tly  m ean s th a t 
c h u rc h  p o lity , e c c le s ia s t ic a l  t ra d itio n  and  th eo lo g ica l co n v ic tio n  a r e  
no t r e la te d  to how  one v iew s the  c h u rc h  and c u ltu re  p ro b lem . One 
c a n  only conclude  th a t th e  a ssu m e d  tra d itio n a l  union  betw een  theology 
an d  s o c ia l  e th ic s  s im p ly  does no t e x is t  in  the  m in d s of th e se  m en .
O r, to  p u t i t  in  a n o th e r  w ay, so c ia l e th ic s  do no t g row  out of th e o lo g ­
ic a l  co n v ic tio n s . On fa c e  v a lu e , th is  w as a  r a th e r  astound ing  d i s ­
c o v e ry  u n til  one b e c o m e s  a w a re  th a t m uch  of w hat i s  going on in  
theo logy  in  r e c e n t  y e a r s  h a s  d e a lt w ith  the  p ro b le m  of de ity  i t s e l f  a s  
a  them e s e p a ra te  f ro m  e th ic s . T he e ffo r t h a s  b e e n  d ire c te d  to  co n ­
s tru c tin g  w ays of ta lk in g  and th inking  and  w ritin g  abou t a  t r a n s c e n ­
d en t, o m n ip o ten t God in  a  w o rld  th a t h a s  b eco m e  h igh ly  s e c u la r .
1 th ink  i t  is  sa fe  to c o m m en t th a t th is  i s  a  d e p a r tu re  f ro m  the
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t r a d itio n a l  H e b ra ic -C h r is t ia n  v iew  of th e  re la tio n sh ip  be tw een  fa ith  
an d  w o rk s  o r , in  the  t e r m s  of o u r  study , be tw een  theo logy  and s o c ia l  
e th ic s . T he P a u lin e  w r it in g s  w e re  p a r t ic u la r ly  e x p lic it  on th is  su b ­
je c t .  F o r  P a u l, the ro o ts  of u n e th ica l b eh av io r a r e  to  b e  found in  a  
la c k  of re l ig io n  and if  p eop le  behave  im m o ra lly  and  c la im  to be 
re l ig io u s , th en  th a t re lig io n , by h is  lo g ic , cannot be  a  t ru e  r e l i g i o n . ^  
H is lo g ic  w o rk s  in  the  r e v e r s e  a ls o . T h o se  who a r e  no t c o n sc io u s ly  
re l ig io u s , b u t who a r e  n e v e r th e le s s  e th ic a l in  th e ir  b e h a v io r , hav e  
" th e  law  of God w r i t te n  upon th e ir  h e a r t s .
If w e conclude , then , th a t v iew s of the  C h r is t  and  c u ltu re  
p ro b le m  do no t g row  o u t o f th eo lo g ica l conv ic tion , w e m u s t th en  a sk  
w h a t is  th e ir  o r ig in . A n o th e r way of a sk in g  the  q u e s tio n  i s  to se ek  
to u n d e rs ta n d  w hat i t  is  a l l  th e s e  m en  h av e  in  com m on. W hat e ls e  
do they  s h a r e ?  W hat a r e  the  in te l le c tu a l  o rig in s  of th e i r  v iew  of the  
c h u rc h -c u ltu re  re la tio n s h ip ?  T he a n sw e r  th a t e m e rg e d  is  th a t th ey  
a r e  a l l  A m e ric a n  and  th ey  a l l  s h a re  a  com m on A m e ric a n  outlook and 
i t  i s  th is  com m on  A m e ric a n ism  th a t sh a p e s  th e ir  v iew  of in s titu tio n a l 
re lig io n  and i t s  re la tio n sh ip  to  i t s  c u ltu ra l  m ilieu . T h is , in  tu rn , 
a cc o u n ts  fo r  th e  high  d e g re e  of u n an im ity  on  the  d e s c r ip t iv e , n o rm a ­
tiv e  and p e rs o n a l  v iew s of th e  p ro b le m . T he co n cep tu a l a p p a ra tu s  
w ith  w hich  th e se  m en  m ak e  s e n s e  of th e i r  w o rld  and  th e  to o ls  they
"^R om . 1:28.
40 1 C o r. 2:14.
54
ch o o se  to do th e i r  w ork  have  th e ir  o r ig in s  in  the  A m e ric a n  p o lit ic a l
and  so c ia l tra d itio n s . T hus i t  i s  th a t o u r q u estio n  now b e co m es ,
"w h a t a r e  the  in te lle c tu a l ro o ts  of th is  com m on A m e ric a n ism  w hich
th ey  sh a re  and w hich th e  ch u rch  r e f l e c t s ? "  H e re  I  w as tem p ted  to
e m b ra c e  the  H a rtz  sin g le  fa c to r  a n a ly s is  of the  A m e ric a n  tra d itio n .
P r o f e s s o r  H a rtz  w rite s :
T h e re  h a s  n e v e r  b een  a  l ib e r a l  m ovem ent o r  a  r e a l  
l ib e r a l  p a r ty  in  A m e ric a . We h av e  only had  the  
A m e ric a n  w ay of life , n a tio n a lis tic  a r t ic u la tio n  of 
L ocke w hich u su a lly  does no t know  th a t L ocke h im ­
se lf  is  involved . . . L ocke h ad  a  h idden c o n fo rm i-  
ta r ia n  g e rm  to beg in  w ith s in c e  n a tu ra l law  te l l s  
equal peop le  equal th in g s .
T hroughou t the  in te rv ie w s , p a r t ic u la r ly  th e  d is c u s s io n  of 
n o rm a tiv e  co n cep ts , th e re  w as r e c u r r in g  ta lk  of n a tu ra l  r ig h ts , 
in d iv id u a lism , m a jo r ity  ru le  and  hum an  equality . I t  p u ts  the s i tu a ­
tio n  too lig h tly  to say  th a t the  d e m o c ra tic  L ockean  v iew  of m en  and 
so c ie ty  w as dom inan t in  th e s e  in te rv ie w s . It w as p e rv a s iv e . How­
e v e r ,  th e re  w e re  su ffic ie n t r e f e r e n c e s  to  m en  and  id e a s  o u ts id e  the 
en lig h ten m en t e ra  th a t c au se d  one to stop  ju s t  s lig h tly  sh o r t  of 
e m b ra c in g  th is  in te rp re ta t io n . A s P r o f e s s o r  B a ilyn  p o in ts  out in  
T he  Id eo lo g ica l O rig in s  of the  A m e ric a n  R evolu tion , A m e ric a  h a s  
in te l le c tu a l  ro o ts  in  th e  en lig h ten m en t p e rio d , bu t a ls o  in  the  c la s ­
s ic a l  p e rio d , the  E n g lish  com m on law  tra d itio n , P u r i ta n  covenan t
41 L ou is H a rtz , T he L ib e ra l  T ra d itio n  in  A m e ric a  (New Y ork: 
H a rc o u r t ,  B ra c e  and W orld , 1955), p . 11.
55
theo logy  and in  the  ra d ic a l, p o l i t ic a l  and so c ia l thought of the  E n g lish  
c iv il  w a r . In  fa c t, P ro f e s s o r  B a ily n  m a in ta in s  th a t i t  i s  th is  re v o lu ­
tio n a ry  thought th a t  p ro v id es  the  h a rm o n iz in g , o rg an iz in g  fra m e w o rk  
fo r  the  A m e ric a n  rev o lu tio n . I t  i s  in  th is  ra d ic a l  tra d itio n , he  
b e lie v e s , th a t one fin d s the d e fe n se  of the  id e a  of r e s is ta n c e  to  co n ­
s ti tu te d  a u th o r ity  on th e  b a s is  o f c iv il  l ib e r ty .  The language  of the  
rev o lu tio n , he  c la im s , w as la rg e ly  d raw n  fro m  th e  l ib e r a l  thought of 
th e  t im e , bu t the goal to w ard  w hich  i t  w as d ire c te d  w as , in  h is  v iew , 
f a r  m o re  r e v o lu t io n a r y .^
1 can  only say  th a t th e  H a r tz  th e s is  i s  f a r  c lo s e r  to  w hat I 
found in  m y r e s e a r c h  than  P r o f e s s o r  B a ily n 's . He m ay  be a c c u ra te ly  
d e sc r ib in g  w hat w as going on in  th e  la te  e igh teen th  c e n tu ry , bu t I  d id  
no t find  th is  am ong th o se  I in te rv ie w e d . R a th e r , if the  m en  1 ta lk ed  
to a r e  a  m ic ro c o s m  of c o n te m p o ra ry  A m e ric a n  so c ie ty , then  the 
c o n fo rm ita r ia n  g e rm  w hich H a r tz  fe a re d  h as  com e to b i r th  in  co n ­
te m p o ra ry  A m e ric a n  m a ss  c u l tu r e .  1 am  tem p ted  to  ig n o re  H a rtz  
b e c a u se  I f e a r  the  appea ling  s im p lic ity  of any  s ing le  fa c to r  a n a ly s is  
and  b e c a u s e  I w ould hope th a t A m e ric a n  ideo logy  is  too d iv e r s e  to be  
u n d e rs to o d  in  any s in g le  t ra d i t io n . N o n e th e less , the  d a ta  I g a th e re d  
la rg e ly  su b s ta n tia te  h is  th e s is .
B e rn a rd  B ailyn , The Id eo lo g ica l O rig in s  of the  A m e ric a n  
R evo lu tion  (C am bridge: B elknap P r e s s  of H a rv a rd  U n iv e rs ity , 1967), 
F o re w o rd ; v -x ii.
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We m ove now to  e s ta b lis h  o u r f i r s t  h y p o th es is , i . e . , th a t the
c h u rc h  a cc o m m o d a te s  i t s e l f  to  i t s  c u l tu ra l  su rro u n d in g . A  p ro m in e n t
b lack  c le rg y m a n  w hose c h u rc h  bu ild ing  n e a r ly  ad jo in ed  th a t o f a  la rg e
w hite  P r o te s ta n t  c h u rc h  d e sc r ib e d  be ing  inv ited  a s  p a r t  of th e
M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n  to b re a k fa s t  a t  h is  n e ig h b o r 's  c h u rc h  build-'
ing . A s a  r e s u l t ,  the  ne ighbo ring  w h ite  p re a c h e r  w as in fo rm e d  by
h is  ru lin g  b o a rd  th a t such  a n  in v ita tio n  w as c o n tra ry  to " so u th e rn
c u s to m "  an d  in  a  few  w eek s the  w hite  m in is te r 's  b ish o p  m oved  h im  to
an  a d m in is tra t iv e  p o s itio n . The b lack  p re a c h e r  com m en ted  in  th e
in te rv ie w : "O bviously , th e  c h u rc h  ta k e s  i ts  cue f ro m  so c ie ty  r a th e r
than  th e  o th e r  w ay a ro u n d . "
A n A m e ric a n  L u th e ra n  p a s to r  d e s c r ib e d  th e  d iffe re n c e
b etw een  h is  t r a d itio n  and  th a t of the  M is s o u r i Synod L u th e ran  C hurch
by say in g , " W e 're  m o re  A m e ric a n iz e d . "  He continued:
W hen peop le  co m e to m e and s a y , "hey , w e 'r e  th in k ­
ing  abou t y o u r co n g reg a tio n  an d  w e k inda lik e  i t  bu t 
w e u n d e rs ta n d  th e r e  is  a  b ig  s p l i t  w ith  th e  o th e r .
W hat’s the  d if fe re n c e  betw een  you tw o ? "  W ell, w ith  
M is s o u r i  Synod and w e, th e re  a r e  som e d o c tr in a l  
d if fe re n c e s . B u t th eo log ians a r e  the  ones th a t a r e  
in te r e s te d  in  th em . I know th e m  and 1 am  a w a re  of 
th em  and 1 hav e  h ad  a  l i t t le  tro u b le  liv ing  w ith  them  
b u t the  a v e ra g e  p e rs o n  c o u ld n 't  t e l l  the d if fe re n c e  
in  te r m s  of th e  educa tion  of th e  p a s to r  o r  th e  sp e a k ­
ing  of th e  p a s to r  o r  th e  se rm o n s  g e n e ra lly . So the 
th ing  I f re q u e n tly  say  to peop le  who a sk  m e  th a t 
q u e s tio n  is  th a t th ey  w ill no t b e  a b le  to t e l l  v e ry  
m u ch  d iffe re n c e . T he only th in g  they  m ig h t no tice  
i s  th a t we tend  to  b e  m o re  A m e ric a n iz e d . The 
L u th e ra n  C h u rch  in  A m e ric a  h a s  b een  h e r e  fo r  two 
o r  th re e  h u n d red  y e a r s  and th a t 's  lo n g er th an  the  
M isso u r i Synod L u th e ra n s . T h e r e  have b e e n  changes
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b u t they have  b een  abou t b e c a u se  of the  d e m o c ra tic  
p ro c e s s  and  w e 'v e  b e e n  in  i t  lo n g e r  than  they  have.
W om en a r e  vo ting , w om en a r e  in  o u r  c h u rc h  
co u n c il, w om en  a r e  be ing  o rd a in ed . T h ese  th ings 
hav e  com e a b o u t in  the  c h u rc h  b e c a u se  they  hav e  
co m e about in  o u r  c u ltu re .
I w ondered  if  th e  ch an g es  in  the  R om an C atho lic  tra d itio n  
w ould l ik e w ise  b e  a t t r ib u te d  to  the  im p a c t of the  l ib e ra l iz in g  d e m o ­
c ra t ic  w e s te rn  c u ltu re  r a th e r  th an  to new  th eo lo g ica l in s ig h t. T he 
h ig h e s t ran k in g  R om an  C atho lic  in te rv ie w e d  a ttr ib u te d  changes in  the  
c h u rc h  to  "the  w ork  of the  Holy S p ir it .  " But th e  o th e r  C a th o lics  and 
th e  th i r te e n  P r o te s ta n ts  who w e re  w illing  to  g e t s ig n if ic an tly  involved  
in  a  d is c u s s io n  on  th is  is s u e  did  no t s e e  i t  qu ite  th a t  way. One 
C a th o lic  p r ie s t ,  f o r  ex am p le , w as highly  c r i t ic a l  of th e  p a ro c h ia l  
schoo l sy s te m  in  th e  C atho lic  C hurch .
You know w hat C a tho lic  sch o o ls  d id ?  T hey c re a te d  
a  C a tho lic  ghe tto , they  is o la te d  us fro m  o th e r  
p o in ts  of v iew . We w e re  to ld  w e c o u ld n 't belong 
to  the  Y. M. C. A. and  th a t w e c o u ld n 't go in  to 
o th e r  c h u rc h e s . T h is  w as bad . We w e re  iso la te d .
A B a p tis t  p r e a c h e r  p u t i t  th is  way: "T he R om an C a th o lic  C hurch  has
had  to  invo lve  la y m e n  in  i t s  d e c is io n  m aking , i t 's  th e  A m e ric a n  w ay ."
T he d e c lin e  in  r e s p e c t  fo r  th e  h ie ra rc h y , the  in v o lv em en t of lay m en
in  p o licy  d e c is io n s , th e  le s s e n e d  d isc ip lin e  in  d r e s s ,  th e  s e rv ic e  in
th e  v e rn a c u la r ,  th e  in tro d u c tio n  of hum n s, m any of w hich p o s t d a te
th e  re fo rm a tio n , a l l  of th is  i s  v iew ed a s  in ev itab le  and  good b e c a u se
i t  c o n s titu te s  the  a c c ep ted  A m e ric a n  p ra c t ic e . A gain , the com m on
c o n fo rm ita r ia n  g e rm  to  w hich H a rtz  r e f e r s  is  se en . P re d ic ta b ly ,
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th e  B a p tis t who m ade  the  o b se rv a tio n  abou t h is  R om an C atho lic  c o l­
le a g u e s  defended  the  m a jo r i ta r ia n , c o n g re g a tio n a l po licy  of h is  own 
tra d i tio n  on th e  g ro u n d s th a t i t  w as B ib lic a l. But I am  put to w o n d e r­
in g  if  i t  i s  no t r e a l ly  L ockean  in  o r ig in  and  m ade B ib lic a l by v ir tu e  
of fo rc e d  b a p tism .
T h ese  q uo ta tions on  the g e n e ra l  su b je c t of acco m m o d atio n  
w e re  s ig n if ic an t, bu t no t a s  s ig n if ic an t a s  s e v e ra l  r e c u r r in g  th em es  
in  the in te rv ie w s , th e m e s , i t  should  be  no ted , w hich b e a r  a  c lo se  
c o r r e la t io n  to th e  s e c u la r ,  l ib e r a l  tra d i tio n  in  A m e ric a .
The m o s t p e r s i s te n t  them e w as th e  p r im a c y  of th e  ind iv idua l. 
U nan im ously , th e s e  c le rg y m e n  f e l t  th a t th e  c h u rc h  m u s t m ake  i ts  
im p a c t on i ts  c u ltu re  by f i r s t  m aking  i t s  im p a c t on in d iv id u a ls . 
S o m etim es th is  w as pu t in  v e ry  re lig io u s  language of a  c o n se rv a tiv e  
s o r t .  An independen t B a p tis t  sa id  i t  th is  way:
I b e lie v e  th a t th e  m in is try  should  b e  d ire c te d  to 
w inning so u ls  and getting  p eo p le  r ig h t  w ith Cod.
X have  a  co n v ic tio n  th a t if w e p re a c h  the  G ospel, 
th a t w ith in  i t s e l f  w ill  m e e t the  s o c ia l n e ed s . I 
d o n 't b e lie v e  w e e v e r  can  e lim in a te  so c ia l i l l s  
lik e  p o v e rty . T he sa v io r  d id n 't  h im s e lf  w hen he 
w as h e re .  He h e a le d  m any and fed  m any b u t he 
d id  no t e lim in a te  a l l  e v ils . I th ink  the  c h u rc h  is  
ge tting  s id e - tr a c k e d  w hen i t  b e c o m e s  involved  in  
s o c ia l  p ro g ra m s  w hen the  r e a l  need  of peop le  is  
no t the  p h y s ic a l, m a te r ia l  n e ed s . T he r e a l  need  
i s  to  h av e  e te rn a l  l ife , i t  is  s p ir i tu a l  in  n a tu re .
T he c h u rc h  should  w ork  on a n  in d iv id u a l and  get 
h is  h e a r t  and  life  r ig h t  w ith  Gpd and th a t in d i­
v id u a l 's  a tt i tu d e  w ill change. T hen  he  w ill hav e  
a  p u rp o se  fo r  liv in g  and a  r e a s o n  fo r  l ife  and  
tha t w ill  so lve  the  so c ia l p ro b le m s  h e  h a s  even  
though he m ay b e  a  poor p e rso n .
\
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T he sa m e  m in is te r  w as a sk ed  if  h e  e v e r  p re a c h e d  on so c ia l p ro b le m s
and he  rep lied :
No, I  d o n 't. In  a n sw e r to a l l  so c ia l  p ro b le m s , I 
say  the a n sw e r i s  the  G ospel. When a  m an  is  r ig h t  
w ith God, h is  a tt i tu d e , conduct and life  w ill be  
r ig h t, so  r a th e r  th an  spend tim e  try in g  to r a t io n a l­
ize  i t  o r  so lve  i t  on so c ia l is s u e s  only, I b e liev e  
the G ospel is  th e  a n sw e r to  a l l  p ro b le m s . When a 
m an is  r ig h t  w ith  God he  w ill t r e a t  h is  fe llow  m an  
r ig h t. So the  f i r s t  and m o s t im p o r ta n t  w ork  of the 
chu rch  i s  to  g e t a n  in d iv id u a l's  sou l s t ra ig h t  and 
ge t h im  r ig h t  w ith  God and then , if  he  i s  r ig h t w ith 
h is  L o rd , th a t dem ands o bed ience  to the  w ord  and 
obed ience  to the w ord  dem ands th a t we t r e a t  o u r 
fellow  m an  r ig h t.
S o m etim es the  p r im a c y  of th e  in d iv id u a l w as put in  m o re
so p h is tic a te d  language. An A ng lican  p r ie s t  w as a sk ed  if  he  thought
the  c h u rc h  w as m o re  e ffec tiv e  in  b ro ad en in g  th e  p e rs p e c t iv e  of
in d iv id u a ls  o r  if  i t  shou ld  w ork  a s  an  o rg a n iz a tio n  to a ffe c t the
b e h a v io r  of o th e r  o rg a n iz a tio n s . H is a n sw e r w as:
I d o n 't know how th e  ch u rch  c a n  do any of i ts  w ork  
a p a r t  f ro m  in d iv id u a ls . W e've got to m ove  aw ay 
fro m  so c ia l  p ro g ra m s . T he e m p h a s is  w e need in  
the  c h u rc h  today  i s  p e rs o n a l  ren e w a l and  w h e re  the  
ch u rch  h a s  b een  a  so c ia l s e rv ic e  o rg a n iz a tio n  h an d ­
ing out m oney  fo r  m in o rity  g ro u p s , th a t m u st be 
r e v e r s e d .
T he sam e  p r i e s t  w hen a sk e d  about h is  view  of the  r a c ia l  p ro b le m s  in
th e  com m un ity  re p lie d :
The only th ing I c an  say  is  th a t  you have  to t r e a t  
any p e rs o n  you d e a l w ith a s  a  p e rso n . I  do not 
u n d e rm in e  h is  hum an ity  and  d ign ity  o f h is  m anhood 
o r  w om anhood, a s  the  c a se  m ay  b e , y o u 'v e  got to 
t r e a t  them  a s  b r o th e r s .  T he m a s s  a p p ro a ch  n e v e r 
exc ited  m e . W h erea s , fo r  exam p le , to  have a
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C hristian , b a se b a ll  te a m , y o u 'v e  got to have  fo u r  and 
a  h a lf  " n ig ra s "  and fo u r  and a  h a lf  w h ite s . 1 d o n 't 
th ink  th a t 's  the  a n sw e r. I  th ink peop le  shou ld  be  
t r e a te d  a s  in d iv id u a ls . If b lack  peop le  w an t to com e 
to  th is  ch u rch , they  a r e  w elcom e to com e and  I would 
t r e a t  them  (I c a n 't  g u a ra n tee  th a t  everybody  e lse  
would) the  w ay everybody  e ls e  shou ld  be  tr e a te d .
B ut I d o n 't  th ink I  am  c a lle d  upon to  go o u t and  h e rd  
in  fiv e  hund red  b la c k s  ju s t  to say  th a t I am  C h r is t ia n  
ju s t  b e c a u se  th ey  a r e  b lac k . A ll th e se  th ings have 
to  w ork  w ith the  ind iv idua l.
T he U n ita r ia n  h e ld  the  sam e  v iew  of th e  c h u rc h 's  ro le  in  so c ie ty ,
e x ce p t r a th e r  than  pu tting  i t  in  r e v iv a lis t  ja rg o n  of th e  independen t
B a p tis t o r  even  the  " re l ig io u s "  language of the A ng lican , h e  ch o se
th e  ja rg o n  of b e h a v io ra l psycho logy . He sa id  in  p a r t :
The only r e a l  change th a t ta k e s  p la c e  is  in te rn a l . 
P e rs o n a l ly , I find  i t  q u ite  f r u s t r a t in g  to  d e a l w ith 
so c ia l i s s u e s  a s  a n  in s titu tio n . F o r  one th ing , 
y o u 'r e  bogged dow n a t  ev e ry  tu rn  by the d e m o c ra tic  
p ro c e s s .  You hav e  to  get c o n sen su s  of the  c h u rc h  
w hich  is  m ade up of in d iv id u a ls  and  they have  th e ir  
own v iew s and i t  s e e m s  o ften  fu tile . F o r  in s ta n c e , 
w e s ta r te d  tak ing  p o s itio n s  on is s u e s  h e re  in  th is  
p a r t ic u la r  c h u rc h  w hen I c am e  h e re  th re e  y e a r s  ago.
I d ra f te d  som e re s o lu tio n s  and p re s e n te d  them  to 
th e  g e n e ra l m ee tin g  on  th ings lik e  the  w a r. I c a n 't  
r e m e m b e r  w hat the  p a r t ic u la r  is s u e s  w e re  b u t we 
took p o s itio n s  on  th e s e  and  m a iled  o u r s ta te m e n ts  
to  le g is la to r s  and  i t  seem ed  l ik e  such  a  m inu te  
r e s u l t  fo r  so m uch  e ffo rt. P e o p le  ju s t  to re  th e ir  
h a i r  out o v e r  i t .  I t  w as a  m a jo r  tra u m a  fo r  the  
in s titu tio n . I  ju s t  th ink  i t ' s  a  v e ry  c lum sy  o rg a n i­
z a tio n  a s  f a r  a s  so c ia l change i s  co n ce rn ed . I 
cou ld  w ork  fo r  anyone of a nu m b er o f co n g re g a tio n s  
th a t a r e  d ire c te d  in  th is  s o r t  of way and do m uch 
m o re  w ith  m y t im e  and  en erg y . So I th ink th a t 
th e  r e a l  v a lu e  of th is  is  the  in te rn a l  p ro c e s s  th a t 
o c c u rs  in  peop le . T h a t 's  why we continue to  do it.
In  m y view , i t ' s  m o re  fo r  the  educa tion  fo r  the  
p eop le  who m u s t cope w ith  it. T h is  is  w hat i t ' s  
a l l  about. The c h u rc h  i s  no t a n  e ffec tiv e
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o rg a n iz a tio n  fo r  s o c ia l  change. A t le a s t  o u r s  is  
not. O u rs  i s  a  d e m o c ra tic  in s titu tio n . A u th o rity  
c o m es f ro m  the g round  le v e l up. W here you have 
p r i e s t s  and  b ish o p s  and  a l l  the r e s t ,  i t  is  undoubt­
edly  m o re  e ffec tiv e  b e c a u se  you c an  m ove m o re  
qu ick ly  an d  you d o n 't  h ave  to w o rk  fo r  a  c o n sen su s  
in  a  m a jo r ity  vo te. B ut o u r o rg a n iz a tio n , you 've  
got to  go th rough  a ll  th e  c h a n n e ls , the  c o m m itte e s , 
the  b o a rd  of t r u s te e s ,  th e  m e m b e rsh ip , ju s t  to do 
any th ing .
A b lack  B a p tis t  c le rg y m a n  had th e  sa m e  v iew  of e ffec ting
change by f i r s t  changing  in d iv id u a ls :
If  w e fo llow  the  exam ple  of C h r is t  who is  the  head  
of th e  c h u rc h , we w ould hav e  to  do a s  He d id  in  
m any  in s ta n c e s  w hile  on e a r th  and  th a t i s ,  w h e re  
e v e r  th e r e  w as a  m u ltitu d e  and a  p o ss ib ili ty  of 
te ach in g  a  le s s o n  to  th em , He d id . B ut, I b e lie v e  
H is m o s t e ffec tiv e  m in is try  w as done w ith  one o r  
two o r  th re e . I d o n 't b e lie v e  th a t th e  m a t te r  of a 
m o ra l  o r  re lig io u s  c o n sc ie n c e  c an  be go tten  a s  a 
w h o le sa le  th ing  and  I d o n 't  b e lie v e  th e  p ro b lem  
w ith  p eo p le  i s  n e c e s s a r i ly  a  g e n e ra l p ro b lem .
1 th ink  i t ' s  a  sp ec ific  p ro b le m  th a t d e a ls  w ith  the  
in d iv id u a l and  I would fe e l  th a t i f  C h r is t  w e re  h e re  
on e a r th  and  w h ere  w e had  a  la rg e  au d ien ce  and  
o p p o rtu n ity  to speak  to  th em , he w ould. B ut I 
b e lie v e  h e 'd  d ea l m o re  w ith  in d iv id u a ls  and th a t 
o u r p ro b le m s  a r e  no t n e c e s s a r i ly ,  a s  w e so m e ­
t im e s  sa y , w e have  a  r a c e  p ro b le m . I t 's  not a  
r a c e  p ro b le m . I t 's  a n  in d iv id u a l p ro b le m . A 
p e rs o n  h a s  to  le a r n  to  a c c e p t p eop le  and th e r e  
a r e  r e a s o n s  why he c a n 't  a c c e p t peop le  and  th e r e  
a r e  r e a s o n s  why he h a s  to r e je c t  peop le  and  th a t 's  
a n  in d iv id u a l p ro b lem  w ith  h im . S o m etim es i t  i s  
tau g h t, so m e tim e s  i t  i s  a c q u ire d , b u t 1 d o n 't 
b e lie v e  i t ' s  a  to ta l p ro b le m . I t  i s  an  ind iv idua l 
p ro b le m .
A S o u th e rn  B a p tis t p u t i t  th is  way:
W hen you a r e  changing  p eo p le , you  a r e  changing  
so c ie ty . I  find  th a t m an y  t im e s , th e  p e rs o n a l 
a p p ro a c h  i s  b e s t . F o r  in s ta n c e , on r a c ia l
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re la t io n s , I th ink  a  lo t of p eo p le  tend  to r e a c t  
a g a in s t  being  le d  o r  fo rc e d  by p r e s s u r e .  Z think 
you have to m ove them  v e ry  slow ly  and c au tio u s ly  
an d  you do th a t th rough  p e rs o n a l  c o n ta c t and  in te r ­
a c tio n . I t 's  a  slow  and  agon iz ing  w ay to  change 
p eop le  bu t I  th ink  i t ' s  b e s t  b e c a u se  th en  you d o n 't  
d r iv e  peop le  out of the  c h u rc h  and you d o n 't  n a il 
th e  do o r shu t.
T he language  v a r ie d  fro m  in te rv ie w e e  to  in te rv ie w e e , b u t the  
a n sw e r w as a lw ays th e  sa m e . C hange in d iv id u a ls  and  they  w ill 
change  so c ie ty . T h a t w as v ir tu a lly  th e  su m  to ta l  of the  a l te rn a t iv e s  
th a t  e x is t  fo r  the c h u rc h  a s  a n  a g en t fo r  so c ia l change. The c h u rc h  
a s  an  in s t itu t io n  h a s  no ro le  to p lay . I t i s  re g a rd e d  a s  in a p p ro p r ia te  
f o r  the  c h u rc h  to se e k  to  in flu en ce  the  b eh av io r of o th e r  in s titu tio n s , 
i .  e . , la b o r  un ions, p o lit ic a l p a r t ie s ,  e tc . An A nglican  p r i e s t  w as 
c o n te m p tib le  of th e  d e c is io n  of h is  d en o m in a tio n  to  g ive m oney to  the  
A ngela  D av is d e fen se  fund. H is v iew  w as th a t i t  only had  the  e ffect 
of runn ing  peop le  off an d  th a t i t  w as e n tire ly  u n n e c e ssa ry . He sa id  
in  p a r t:
I t  i s  a  w a s te  of m oney, i t ' s  a  w rong  a p p ro a ch  and i t  
a l ie n a te s  the  c h u rc h  fro m  a  lo t o f peop le . If  we 
h av e  C h r is t ia n s  a s  ju r o r s  th a t  w eigh the  fa c ts  and 
l e t  th e  ch ip s  f a l l  w h e re  th ey  m ay , th a t 's  enough.
B ut to g ive  m oney in d is c r im in a te ly  to  anybody to 
s a lv e  th e ir  c o n sc ie n c e  and  to  th ink  you a r e  doing a  
good deed  i s  r id ic u lo u s . A lm o st lik e  b rin g in g  in  a  
p e t  b lack  in to  th e  c h u rc h  to  show  th a t you a r e  not 
p re ju d ic e d . I  th ink  p eop le  a r e  w rong  if  they  a re  
r a c i s t s  and  I th ink  they  a r e  w rong  in  try in g  to  p ro v e  
som eth ing  w hen th ey  a r e  no t p ro v in g  any th ing . I 
h av e  n e v e r  co n ce iv ed  m y se lf  a s  a n  in te g ra tio n is t  
o r  s e g re g a tio n is t , e i th e r  one.
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Q uestion  e ig h teen  on  th e  r e s e a r c h  in s tru m e n t a sk e d  w hen they  
had  l a s t  p re a c h e d  on  r a c e  p ro b le m s , p o v e rty , a b o rtio n , gam bling , 
p o lit ic a l  c o rru p tio n  and V ie tn am . In th e  p a s t  two y e a r s ,  th r e e  had  
p re a c h e d  on  ra c e  re la t io n s ,  none on  p o v e rty , th r e e  on  a b o rtio n  (two 
o f whom  w e re  R om an  C atho lic), none on gam bling , none on p o lit ic a l  
c o rru p tio n  and th r e e  on  V ie tn am . In te re s tin g ly  enough, th e  U n ita r ia n  
in te rv ie w e d  had  p re a c h e d  on a l l  th re e  su b je c ts  id en tified  a s  so c ia l 
i s s u e s .  An e ffo rt w as  m ade to  t ry  to find  ou t why th e s e  i s s u e s  w e re  
n o t d e a lt  w ith . Q u estio n  se v e n  sought to find  ou t w h e th e r o r  no t th e se  
m e n  fe a re d  fo r  th e i r  p o s itio n s  w ith  th e ir  c o n g re g a tio n s  if they  
a d d re s s e d  th e m se lv e s  to th e s e  is s u e s .  F o u r  o f th em  in d ic a te d  th a t 
th ey  w ould have so m e  s ig n if ic a n t d ifficu lty  w e re  th ey  to p r e s s  on 
th e s e  p o in ts . F o u r  m o re  f e l t  th a t  som e m e m b e rs  of th e ir  c o n g re g a -  
tio n s  m ig h t no t l ik e  i t ,  bu t th a t th ey  w ould no t be  in  any  k ind  of 
p e rs o n a l  d ifficu lty . Tw elve o f them  d id  no t th ink th a t i t  w ould c a u se  
them  any p ro b le m s  a t  a ll .  A p p a ren tly , th en , th e s e  i s s u e s  w e re  
avo ided  no t b e c a u se  th e se  m en  fe a re d  fo r  th e i r  p o s itio n s , bu t s im p ly  
b e c a u se  th e se  i s s u e s  w e re  n o t re g a rd e d  a s  g e rm a n e  to  the c e n tra l  
ro le  o f th e  c h u rc h  w h ich  i s  in d iv id u a l c o n v e rs io n  and  th e  s tre n g th e n ­
in g  of ind iv idua l fa ith . The m y th  sy s te m  an d  id eo lo g ies  p e rc e iv e d  a s  
p r im a ry  to the w ork  of the c h u rc h  w e re  th o se  th a t a r e  h igh ly  p e rs o n a l , 
l ik e  ind iv idua l s a lv a tio n  and in d iv id u a l sa n c tif ic a tio n .
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A c o r r e la r y  of th is  h y p e rin d iv id u a lism  w as a lso  p re s e n t , th a t 
i s ,  th e re  w as a  good d e a l of an im o sity  to w ard s in s titu tio n s  g e n e ra lly . 
F e w  could  say  anyth ing  good about the  e c c le s ia s t ic a l  b u re a u c ra c y  in  
w hich they  w orked . A B a p tis t and th e  U n ita r ian  w e re  f r u s t r a te d  a t 
the  s lo w n ess w ith w hich c o n g re g a tio n a l p o litie s  a c t .  T he B a p tis t 
said :
Y ou 've got to re m e m b e r  th a t I  d o n 't m ak e  po licy  in  
the  ch u rch , i t  w as not m y d e c is io n  m ad e  in  1954 not 
to le t  b lac k s  w o rsh ip  h e re . I sim ply  w o rk  fo r  th e se  
p eo p le . M otivating  th e se  p eo p le  to do th in g s  is  a  
v e ry  d ifficu lt th ing  to do.
A P re s b y te r ia n  added:
I can  h a rd ly  s tan d  to a tten d  m ee tin g s  of ch u rch  
c o u rts . T h e y 're  b o rin g , they  d o n 't do any th ing , 
th ey  a r e  u s e le s s  and  m ea n in g le ss  and a  w a s te  of 
tim e .
A  M ethod ist w as a n g ry  a t  the w ay in  w hich a p p o in tm en ts  in  p a r t ic u la r
p a r is h e s  a r e  m ade. H is com m ent w as that:
I t 's  a l l  p o lit ic s . It s im p ly  depends on who you know 
and  how sk illfu l you a r e  a t  p lay ing  the  g am e. A nother 
th ing  is  th a t th ey  n e v e r d em o te  a  m an. Som e of the  
b ig g e s t id io ts  in  the  w o rld  ge t in  big c h u rc h e s  and 
th e re  is  no way to go bu t p a s s  them  a ro u n d  to o th er 
big  c h u rc h e s . T he re s u l t  i s  th a t the y o u n g e r m en  
who a r e  ab le  an d  a g g re s s iv e  u su a lly  find  th e i r  s p i r i ts  
b ro k en  b e fo re  too m any y e a r s  in  th is  s y s te m .
T h is la c k  of a p p re c ia tio n  fo r  in s titu tio n s  w as ev ery w h ere
a p p a re n t  w hen I a sk ed  them  about the  M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n . A
B a p tis t  m in is te r  sa id  of the  B aton  Rouge M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n :
T hose  peop le  signed  som e k in d  of s ta te m e n t and th a t 
c re a te d , e sp e c ia lly  fo r  so m e  of the  B a p tis t  p a s to r s ,
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a n  u n b e a rab le  s itu a tio n  and  som e had to le a v e . My 
v iew  to th a t i s  tha t i t  h a s  le d  th em  to c o n tro v e rsy  
th a t they  w ould p re fe r  to  s tay  aw ay fro m . A gain, 
th is  is  why not v e ry  m any  peop le  p a r t ic ip a te  o r  w ant 
to a tten d .
A B a p tis t of a  la rg e  ch u rch  com m ented :
T he w hole th ing  se e m s  s o r t  of f r u i t le s s  to m e, they 
d e a l m o s tly  w ith the  un iting  of m o s t c h u rc h es  and 
w e 'r e  not in te re s te d  in  th is  a s  B a p tis t. My in v o lv e ­
m en t w ith such  g roups h a s  b een  e r r a t ic  depending on 
w hat p a r t ic u la r  in te r e s t  they had . H e re  they  seem  
to be  in te r e s te d  in  try in g  to b r in g  a l l  th e  c h u rc h es  
to g e th e r  in  som e e cu m en ica l body. We, a s  B a p tis ts , 
a r e  not P ro te s ta n ts  o r  C a th o lic s , w e s o r t  of go o u r 
own w ay. We sh a re  m any  com m on in te r e s ts  lik e  
T hanksg iv ing  s e rv ic e s  o r  any th ing  th a t we think of 
im p o r ta n c e  to  our c ity  w e tak e  p a r t  in , b u t not 
th ro u g h  th a t o rg an iz a tio n .
A no ther one, a ls o  a  S ou thern  B a p tis t, w hen a sk ed  why he  did not
p a r t ic ip a te ,  said:
T h e re  a r e  m o re  im p o r ta n t  th ings th a t tak e  p re c e d e n c e  
o v e r  i t  fo r  m e. I d o n 't  th ink i t ' s  v e ry  e ffec tiv e .
T h e re  a r e  som e th ings w e sim p ly  could  no t have 
fe llo w sh ip  w ith  a s  m in is te r s .  It could  b e  th a t we, 
a s  S o u th ern  B a p tis ts , should  o v e rlo o k  th is  bu t the  
a s s o c ia t io n  h as  a n u m b er of th in g s th a t I  cou ld  go 
a long  w ith  and  then  o n ce  in  a w h ile  th e re  i s  so m e ­
th ing  th a t I 'd  r a th e r  no t m e o r m y c h u rc h  b e  involved  
w ith . T h is i s  tru e  g e n e ra lly  w ith  the  S ou thern  
B a p tis t  m in is te r s  in  the  c ity .
A P r e s b y te r ia n  w as a sk e d  if  he  took p a r t  in  the  B aton  Rouge 
M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n . He re p lie d  th a t he  d id . He w as th en  a sk e d  
w hat h is  v iew  w as of th a t o rg a n iz a tio n  and  he sa id : "W ell, I d o n 't  
tak e  a  b ig  d ip  in  i t ,  i t ' s  not a l l  th a t p o ten t in  tow n, le s s  p o ten t th an
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an y w h ere  I 'v e  e v e r  been . " I a sk ed  h im  why he  thought th a t w as so
and h is  a n sw e r w as:
I th ink p o la r iz a tio n  h e re  is  m o re  acu te  th an  any 
p la c e  I 'v e  e v e r  lived , b e tw een  l ib e r a l  and  c o n s e rv a ­
tiv e . I t  r e a l ly  d o e s n 't  d iv ide  dow n the  d en om inationa l 
lin e , i t  d iv id es  down the  em o tio n a l, se n tim e n ta l o u t­
look lin e . T he B a p tis ts  a ro u n d  h e re  a r e  g e n e ra lly  
v e ry  c o n se rv a tiv e . T h e re  d o e s n 't  se em  to  be  any 
m ee tin g  ground a s  opposed  to  F o r t  W orth  w h e re  I 
cam e  f ro m . You had  u l tr a -c o n s e rv a tiv e s  and u l t r a ­
l ib e r a ls  bu t you had  a  c o n s id e ra b le  g roup  of peop le  
in  b e tw een  who w e re  m o re  open , p ro g re s s iv e , 
l is te n in g  to both s id e s . You d o n 't  have th a t h e re .
A R om an  C atho lic  a lso  f e l t  th a t the  B aton  Rouge M in is te r ia l
A sso c ia tio n  w as not in flu e n tia l in  th e  com m unity  and w as a sk e d  why.
He sa id :
F i r s t  of a l l ,  i t ' s  no t r e p re s e n ta t iv e . T h e re  is  
a  p ro b lem  of m e m b e rsh ip  and  m uch  of th a t  goes 
back  to th e  in te g ra tio n  c r i s i s .  F ro m  th a t tim e  on 
the  M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n  h a s  re a l ly  c e a se d  to 
function . Only in  th e  l a s t  two y e a r s  h a s  th e re  b een  
a  re jo in in g  bu t o u r m ee tin g s  a r e  a p p ro x im ate ly  
th ir ty  to  th ir ty - f iv e  an d  th e re  a r e  o v e r th re e  
h u n d red  m in is te r s  in  the B a ton  Rouge a r e a .
A P r e s b y te r ia n  co m m en ted  th a t he lik e w ise  d id  no t th ink  i t  w as a
s tro n g  o rg a n iz a tio n , m ain ly  b e c a u se  th e  m in is te r s  of la rg e  p a r is h e s
s im p ly  d id  not p a r t ic ip a te .  A n o th er C a th o lic  w as a sk ed  why h e  did
no t ta k e  p a r t  and  he responded : "A pathy  m o re  th an  anything e ls e . "
He w as then  a sk ed : "Do you know why p a s to r s  w ith  la rg e  p a r is h e s
r a r e ly  tak e  p a r t  in  th is  o rg a n iz a tio n ? "  He responded : "I c o u ld n 't
sp eak  fo r  anybody e ls e , I 'v e  h e a rd  no th ing  h a s  r e a l ly  b een
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a c c o m p lish e d  by th o se  m e e tin g s . " 1 a sk e d  i f  h e  though t i t  w as a
s ig n if ic an t o rg an iz a tio n . He said:
No, th e re  a r e  som e C atho lic  p r i e s t s  who belong to 
i t .  One of m y own a s s o c ia te s  h a s  gone to the  
m e e tin g s . T h e re  a r e  som e th in g s going on  th a t 
tak e  p r io r i ty  o v e r th e s e  m ee tin g s  so I 'v e  r e a l ly  
n e v e r  tak e n  tim e  to  t e s t  i t  ou t.
T h e re  w e re  som e ex cep tio n s to  th is  g e n e ra lly  p e s s im is t ic  view  of the
M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n . A  U n ita r ia n  said :
I 'v e  s ta y ed  in  i t  b e c a u se  I f e e l  th a t i t ' s  a  body th a t 
c an  e x e r t  a  lo t  of in fluence  and  I 'v e  se e n  i t  g row  
f ro m  th e  kind  of do noth ing  body in to  one th a t is  
tak ing  a  m o re  a c tiv e  ro le  in  the  com m unity . I see  
i t  on two le v e ls . One, i t  is  be ing  educa tional fo r  
c le rg y m e n  th e m se lv e s . Two, i t  t r i e s  to  p ro m o te  
and  su p p o rt p ro je c ts  of good w ill  in  the  com m unity  
th a t a r e  g e n e ra lly  n o n -c o n tro v e rs ia l  lik e  E a s te r  
s e a ls  and  C h r is tm a s  b a s k e ts . T h re e , i t  ta k e s  
p o s itio n s  on so c ia l i s s u e s  w hich th e  o rg an iz a tio n  
h a s  done freq u e n tly  th is  y e a r ,  fo r  in s ta n c e , w hen 
th e  p o v e rty  p ro g ra m  w as cu t. They took a  s tro n g  
stand  fo r  re fund ing  of th e  p o v e rty  p ro g ra m  a t  the  
lo c a l  le v e l and I th ink  th a t even though th a t body is  
sm a ll , i t s  m ee tin g s  a v e ra g e  th ir ty  o r  fo r ty  of th e  
th r e e  h u n d red  o r  so c le rg y m e n  in  town. I t 's  
e cu m en ica l and  I th in k  th a t the  com m unity  do es 
l is te n  to i t  v e ry  c a re fu lly  and  th a t th e  p o litic ia n s  
do too.
I th en  a sk e d  h im  why he though t m in is te r s  of la rg e  c h u rc h e s  do not
tak e  p a r t .  H is rep ly  w as:
T hey  h av e  ru n  in to  c o n tro v e rsy  on  d if fe re n c e s  of 
op in ion  and  they  ju s t  w alk pu t w hen th ings d o n 't  
go th e ir  w ay . We h av e  a  handfu l of c o n se rv a tiv e  
ty p es  who have  s tay ed  in , bu t no t v e ry  m any.
A gain, the  overw helm ing  w eigh t of se n tim e n t w as th a t th e  ch u rch
e ffe c ts  s o c ia l change by seek ing  to change th e  thought p a tte rn s  and
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b e h a v io r  p a tte rn s  of in d iv id u a l b e l ie v e r s .  The c h u rc h  a s  an  in s t i tu ­
tio n , e ith e r  a s  a  denom ination  o r  a s  a n  ind iv idual co n g reg a tio n  o r  a s  
a n  e cu m en ica l o rg an iza tio n , h a s  l i t t le  b u s in e ss  seek in g  to a ffe c t the 
b e h a v io r  of o th e r  o rg a n iz a tio n s  such  a s  lab o r un io n s, w e lfa re  d e p a r t ­
m e n ts , e t c . , n o r does i t  h av e  a  ro le  in  seeking  to  c a u se  p o lit ic a l  
o rg a n iz a tio n s  to r e o rd e r  the  p r io r i t i e s  of r e s o u rc e  a llo ca tio n .
A second  re c u r r in g  th em e  waB a  p ra g m a tic , n o n - id e a lis tic  
a p p ro a c h  to th e ir  p ro fe s s io n . F iv e  of tw e n ty -sev e n  questio n s sough t 
to  a s c e r ta in  the  con ten t of p re a c h in g . 1 have a lre a d y  in d ic a te d  th e  
r a r i t y  w ith w hich  so c ia l i s s u e s  w e re  re g a rd e d  a s  a p p ro p r ia te  fo r  
se rm o n iz in g . Subject m a tte r  w as d iv id ed  in to  two la rg e ly  equal 
c a te g o r ie s .  The f i r s t  had to  do w ith  ind iv idual p ro b le m s , such  a s  
th e  m an ag em en t of gu ilt, g r ie f , a n g e r  and  p r e s s u r e s  grow ing ou t of 
th e  fam ily . T h ese  w e re  re g a rd e d  a s  a p p ro p r ia te , p a r t ic u la r ly  fo r  
th e  l ib e r a l s .  T hose  ran k ed  a s  c o n se rv a tiv e s  on th e  orthodoxy s c a le  
a ls o  d e a lt w ith  ind iv idual p ro b le m s , b u t in  a  m o re  re lig io u s  language  
su ch  a s  w inning the lo s t  to C h r is t ,  sav in g  sou ls  f ro m  h e ll, e tc . The 
seco n d  c a te g o ry  fo r  se rm o n iz in g  i s  b e s t  d e sc r ib e d  a s  in s titu tio n a l 
m a in ten a n ce . H e re , the c le rg y m e n  gave  g re a t  e n e rg y  to ra is in g  
m oney , re c ru i tin g  and thank ing  Sunday School te a c h e r s ,  l is te n in g  to  
m is s io n a r ie s  f ro m  the  fo re ig n  f ie ld  and  h e a rin g  bo th  encourag ing  
an d  d isp a ra g in g  w ords abou t in s t i tu t io n a l  re lig io n . But w he ther
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enco u rag in g  o r  not, th e  u ltim a te  a im  w as the  m a in ten an ce  and
s tre n g th e n in g  of the in s titu tio n a l ch u rch , A P r e s b y te r ia n  com m ented:
I  have spent m ost of my tim e doing the things I lik e  
lea s t . ThiB involves recru iting tea ch ers , going to 
m eetings and gen era lly  trying to keep th is big plant 
paid for and operating.
A B a p tis t  com m ented :
ThiB church haB built three san ctu aries in  the la s t  
fifteen  y ea rs  and the problem  is  they never get one 
paid for b efore they decide they need another.
T hey m ad e  som e bad  d e c is io n s . I have to spend  a  
g r e a t  d e a l of m y tim e  ra is in g  the  m oney n e c e s s a ry  
to re p a y  a l l  w e owe. S o m etim es i t  g e ts  p re t ty  
c lo s e  a t  th e  end of the  m onth.
D an ie l B e ll in  h is  book, T he E nd of Ideo logy , p o in ts  to  the
w ide  v a r ie ty  of u se s  to w hich th e  concep t of " the  m a s s  so c ie ty "  h as
b e en  pu t. N o n e th e le ss , if  th e re  i s  any  o rg an iz in g  p r in c ip le  in  tha t
c o n cep t, in  B e l l 's  op in ion , i t  i s  th e  g e n e ra l no tion  of th e  "b reakdow n  
43of v a lu e s . " In so fa r  a s  a  v a lu e  c o n s titu te s  a  so c ia l goa l, the  
c le rg y m e n  I ta lk ed  to , w ith  the  excep tion  of the  s ix  s e rm o n s  a lre a d y  
no ted , o p e ra te  w ith  a  v a lu e le s s  f r a m e  of re fe re n c e . P re a c h in g  is  
la rg e ly  d ire c te d  to in d iv id u a l p ro b le m s  and is  no t w idely  u se d  a s  a  
m e a n s  of so c ia l change . I t  i s  p ra g m a tic  r a th e r  th an  id eo lo g ic .
T he th ird  r e c u r r in g  th em e  w as th a t of c o m p e titio n . I w as 
s ta r t l e d  to l e a r n  th e  low  v iew  m any P ro te s ta n ts  have  of th e ir
^ D a n ie l  B e ll, The End of Ideology (New Y ork: The F r e e  
P r e s s ,  I960), p. ZZ.
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c o lle a g u e s  in  th e  m in is try .  A B a p tis t m in is te r  in  th e  n o r th e rn  p a r t
of B a ton  Rouge com m ented :
D id you  know  th a t th e re  a r e  s ix  B a p tis t c h u rc h e s  in  
a  sq u a re  m ile  a r e a  up h e r e ?  And five  of them  a r e  
b ig  c h u rc h e s . I h av e  to  spend a l l  m y tim e  v is itin g  
new  a r r iv a ls  in  the  com m un ity  an d  so m e tim e s  
ca llin g  on th e  m e m b e rs  of som e of th e se  o th e r  
c h u rc h e s . W e've ju s t  go t to have  the  peop le  in  
o rd e r  to  m e e t the budget.
I have in d ic a te d  a lre a d y  th a t th e  te r m s  " l ib e ra l"  and  " c o n s e r ­
v a tiv e "  a s  m e a s u re d  on the  q u e s tio n s  re la tin g  to orthodoxy  p r im a r i ly  
r e f e r  to  the ja rg o n  w ith  w hich  th e  m in is te r s  a tta c k  th e  p ro b le m  of 
the  ind iv id u a l. T he language  is  p a te n tly  re lig io u s  fo r  th e  c o n s e rv a ­
tiv e  an d  re lig io u s  ta in ted  w ith  the  language  o f b e h a v io ra l p sycho logy  
fo r  th e  l ib e ra l .  B ut a t  th is  p a r t ic u la r  p o in t, th e re  i s  a  good d e a l of 
h o s ti l i ty  be tw een  th e  two g ro u p s . An independen t B a p tis t s a id  th a t 
he  s im p ly  would no t a llow  anybody to p re a c h  in  h is  ch u rch .
T h is  is  a n  in d ep en d en t c o n g re g a tio n . We do no t have  
to a n sw e r to anybody. We d o n 't  l e t  anybody in  h e re  
who d o e s n 't  b e liev e  w hat w e b e lie v e , so why should 
1 go to any  m e e tin g s?  M ost of th e  m in is te r s  in  th is  
com m un ity  who belong to th a t a s s o c ia t io n  d o n 't  have 
any B ib le  b e liev in g , sav ing  fa ith  th e m se lv e s .
A P r e s b y te r ia n  co m m en ted  th a t a l l  of th o se  who d id  not p a r t ic ip a te
in  the  M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n  re fu se d  to do so b e c a u se  they  w e re  in
fa c t  r a c i s t s  a t  h e a r t .  A ll th a t c o n se rv a tiv e  ja rg o n  they  u se  i s  s im p ly
a  w ay o f h id ing  th e i r  own r a c is m , he  sa id .
T hey d o n 't  co m e to th e s e  m e e tin g s  and  they  d o n 't  
p a r t ic ip a te  in  com m un ity  a c t iv i t ie s  and  they  d o n 't  
g e t invo lved  in  com m un ity  p ro b le m s  b e c a u se  they
I
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a r e  a fra id  som ebody i s  going to  se e  th em  w ith a  
b lack  m an . M ost of th em  a r e  s im p ly  try in g  to  find  
a  w ay to m ak e  a  liv ing .
O utside  of the  S o u th ern  B a p tis ts  who have  th e i r  own a s s o c ia t io n  
c a lle d  th e  Ju d so n  A sso c ia tio n , the  o th e r  m in is te r s  fe e l p re t ty  is o ­
la te d  f ro m  th e ir  c o llea g u es . A  L u th e ra n  sa id :
T h e re  r e a l ly  i s n 't  anybody down h e re  I c an  ta lk  to .
I c a n 't  ta lk  to  m y p a r is h io n e rs  b e c a u se  I am  h ire d  
to su p p o rt th em . And th e r e  a r e  no o th e r  L u th e ra n s  
of m y Synod in  the com m unity . I j u s t  have  to d ra w  
w h a tev e r su p p o rt 1 c a n  f ro m  m y fam ily .
Am ong P ro te s ta n ts  p a r t ic u la r ly ,  the  n am e o f th e  gam e i s  ap p a ren tly  
n u m b e rs . And bud g e ts  and c o m p e titio n  a r e  th e  fuel th a t m ake  it  
go. T he w a rm  c o lle g ia lity  one m igh t ex p ec t to  find  am ong m en  who 
s h a re  th e  sam e  p ro fe s s io n  and th e re fo re  th e  sam e  d isap p o in tm en ts  
and a s p ira t io n s  i s  s im p ly  ab sen t. They se e  one a n o th e r  la rg e ly  as 
r iv a ls .  T h is  p ro b le m  i s  com pounded by the  lac k  of any u n iv e rsa lly  
rec o g n ize d  s ta n d a rd  o r  m odel o f w hat d o es, in  fa c t, c o n s titu te  the 
su c c e ss fu l m in is te r .  T h is q u e s tio n  d rew  a  w ide v a r ie ty  of a n sw e rs . 
Som e re sp o n d ed  w ith  s ta t i s t ic s ,  i . e . , m e m b e rs  and  b u d g e ts , som e 
w ith  nam ing  c e r ta in  p ro fe s s io n a l sk il ls  l ik e  p re a c h in g , counseling  
and  a d m in is tra tio n . Som e r e f e r r e d  to p e rs o n a l  a t t r ib u te s  lik e  open­
n e ss  to  peo p le , s e lf -e ffa c in g , e tc . B ut the  p ic tu re  a t  th a t po in t 
v a r ie d  w idely  and no c o n sen su s  on ' 's u c c e s s "  in  the  m in is try  a p ­
p e a re d . In  add ition , m in is te r s  in  l a r g e r  c h u rc h e s  se em e d  e m b a r ­
r a s s e d  by  th e ir  a fflu en ce  and s e n s it iv e  to  th e  c h a rg e s  of hav ing  sold
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out. They w e re  often, d e fen siv e  abou t th e ir  lack  of speak ing  on  
so c ia l  is s u e s .  C le rg y m en  w ith  s m a lle r  p a r is h e s  looked a t  th o se  in  
b ig g e r  ones and  b lam ed  th e ir  la c k  of p a r t ic ip a tio n  in  the B a ton  Rouge 
M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n  on  th e  fa c t th a t they  fe a re d  being invo lved  in  
an  o rg a n iz a tio n  w hose a c tio n s  could  c a u se  a  lo s s  of s ta tu s  and  
p o s itio n . The g e n e ra l d isc u ss io n  on  th e  m in i s te r 's  s ta tu s  in  the  
com m un ity  le d  to the  com m en t in  tw e lve  in te rv ie w s  th a t they  f e l t  
u n d e rc o m p en sa ted  f in an c ia lly  g iven  th e  r ig o r s  of th e ir  tra in in g  and 
th e  d em an d s of th e ir  occupation . T he su c c e ss  m en ta lity  th a t  d r iv e s  
m o s t A m e ric a n s  d r iv e s  them  too, only  th ey  do no t have a  c le a r  v iew  
of w hat B uccess a s  a  c le rg y m a n  is  and , th e re fo re ,  no c le a r  no tion  
of how they  s tan d  in  the  com m unity  o r  in  c o m p a riso n  with th e i r  c o l­
le a g u e s . It ought to be  o b se rv e d  th a t th is  lack  of c o lleg ia lity  th a t 
one  cou ld  s e n se  w hen  he  m oved  f ro m  in te rv ie w e e  to  in te rv ie w e e  and  
h e a rd  them  d is c u s s  th e ir  c o llea g u es  and  the ro le  o f the m in is te r  w as 
no t a s  p re v a le n t  am ong R om an C atho lic  c le rg y m e n . Indeed, one of 
th e  C a th o lic s  in te rv ie w e d  com m en ted  th a t one of the  th ings h e  found 
m o s t rew a rd in g  w as h is  re la tio n sh ip s  to h is  fe llo w  p r ie s ts .  He said ;
We liv e  to g e th e r , w e have  to  l e a r n  to  g e t a long 
to g e th e r  and  one do es a  lo t  of grow ing  up. I  have 
w a rm  and  deep  f r ie n d sh ip s  w ith  m y fe llo w  p r ie s ts .
I  b e lie v e  th is  la c k  of c o m p e titio n  c an  be  a ttr ib u te d  to the ro le  of
c e lib a c y  and the  co n seq u en t in te rd ep e n d en c y  am ong C atho lic  c le rg y ,
73
b u t I did no t ta lk  to enough H om an C a th o lics  to le n d  e m p ir ic a l  
v a lid ity  to  th a t judgm ent.
Zn co n clu sio n , then , our fin d in g s  a r e  th a t p a r is h  c le rg y m e n  
b e lie v e  th a t  the  c o n te m p o ra ry  c h u rc h  seek s to  a cco m m o d a te  i ts e l f  
to the so c ie ty  in  w hich i t  i s  p laced . I t  is  c o n c e rn e d  w ith  in d iv id u a ls , 
i t  i s  p ra g m a tic  o r  n o n - id e a lis tic  in  i t s  p ro g ra m  an d  i t  is  m a rk e d  by 
th e  p ro fe s s io n a l  c o m p e titio n  a p p ro p r ia te  fo r  a  f r e e  e n te rp r is e ,  
l ib e r a l  c u ltu re . If th is  is  th e ir  d e s c r ip tiv e  v iew  of th e  C h r is t  and  
c u ltu re  p ro b le m , w hat is  th e ir  n o rm a tiv e  v iew ?  How ought th e  
c h u rc h  to r e la te  i ts e l f  to  c u ltu re ?  We tu rn  to th e  o u g h tn ess  o f  the  
s itu a tio n  b e c a u se  i t  i s  th e  d is ju n c tu re  betw een  p o lit ic s  a s  a c c o m m o ­
d a tio n  and  p o lit ic s  a s  t ra n s fo rm a tio n  th a t p ro d u c e s  th e  p e rs o n a l  
a n g s t  of p o lit ic s  a s  p a rad o x .
CH A PTER IV
POLITICS O F TRANSFORM ATION
In  th e  d is c u s s io n  of th e  N iebuh rian  m o d e ls , I sought to d i s ­
c o v e r  w hat i t  i s  th e s e  m en  b e liev e  the  c h u rc h  ought to be  doing in  i t s  
c u ltu ra l  m ilieu . W hat is  i ts  n o rm a tiv e  ro le ?  A gain , th e re  w as 
v i r tu a l  unan im ity  on the  id ea  th a t th e  c h u rc h  ought to  be tra n s fo rm in g  
so c ie ty . I t  i s  h e re  to  "change the  w o rld . " I t  e x is ts  to "co n v e rt 
so c ie ty . " P o li t ic a l  p r io r i t i e s ,  both  fo re ig n  and d o m es tic , ought to 
b e  ran k ed  in  su ch  a  w ay a s  to  re f le c t  C h r is t ia n  v a lu e s . In  th e ir  
v iew , the  c h u rc h  h a s  th e  re s p o n s ib ili ty  to  t r a n s fo rm  a ll  c u ltu ra l  
m y th s , sym bo ls and  in s titu tio n s  un til they  a r e  f i l le d  w ith C h r is tia n  
co n ten t. I t  w as  obv ious th a t, w ith  the ex cep tio n  o f the  U n ita rian , 
th e s e  m en  do no t have  a n o rm a tiv e  c o m m itm en t to  p lu ra lis m . They 
v o ice  b e lie f  in  th e  s u p e r io r i ty  o f th e  C h r is t ia n  v iew  of th ings and 
th ey  th ink  i t  ought to ho ld  sw ay. T h e re  w as no c o e rc iv e  tone to 
th e i r  co m m itm en t, bu t i t  w as n o n e th e le ss  a  n o rm a tiv e  co m m itm en t 
to v a lu e s  they  r e g a rd  a s  u ltim a te . T he ch u rch  ought to be t r a n s ­
fo rm in g  so c ie ty  u n til  i t  c r e a te s  Che kingdom  of God on  e a r th  a s  i t  is  
in  h eaven . A s a  b lac k  B a p tis t pu t it:
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I  think the  ch u rch  ought to b e  lead in g  the  com m unity  
in  e v e ry  a r e a .  I  th ink  th e  ch u rch  ought to  b e  re la tin g  
i ts e l f  to  th e  g o v e rn o r , th e  m ay o r and th e  councilm en .
I  th ink  th a t th e  c h u rc h  should t ry  to ge t th e se  m en  to  
be  so r e la te d  to  th e i r  c o m m itm en t to God th a t w h a tev e r 
they  do, they  fe e l th a t  re la tio n sh ip . I d o n 't  th ink  a  
m an  c an  b e  a  p o lit ic ia n  du ring  the  w eek and  a  C h r is t ia n  
on Sunday. I th ink  he  h a s  to  b e  a  C h r is t ia n  th ro u g h o u t 
the  w eek. I  th ink  th e  c h u rc h  i s  going to have  to b eco m e  
m o re  a c tiv e  in  the  l iv e s  of p eop le  and  th a t i s n 't  an  e a sy  
job , b u t 1 fe e l  th a t if  th e  ch u rch  does no t in flu en ce  
th e se  m en  they  w ill n o t do w hat is  m o ra lly  r ig h t.
They w ill do w hat i s  le g a lly  r ig h t  and w hat i s  le g a lly  
r ig h t  i s  n o t a lw ays m o ra lly  rig h t.
A w h ite  M ethod is t p u t i t  th is  way:
1 th ink th a t a  m a n 's  C h r is t ia n  v a lu e s  ought to  t r a n s ­
fo rm  so c ie ty . If th e  G ospel is  re a l ly  e ffe c tiv e , I th ink  
i t 's  got to b re a k  o u ts id e  of the  s ta in e d  g la s s  and  re d  
b ric k . I d o n 't  th ink  re l ig io n  is  r e a l ly  re l ig io n  if  i t s  a  
f ra g m e n t o r  segm en t.
B ut w hat i s  i t  p r e c is e ly  th a t th e  c h u rc h  ought to t r a n s fo rm ?  
W hat c u ltu ra l e n ti t ie s  a r e  v iew ed  a s  o b jec ts  fo r  th is  c o n v e rs io n  and 
w hat i s  i t  they shou ld  look l ik e  a f te r  th e  tra n s fo rm a tio n  h a s  ta k e n  
p la c e ?  F u r th e r ,  w hat m ethodology  i s  v iew ed a s  e ffec tiv e  in  m aking  
th is  ch an g e?  In  th e  c o u rs e  o f c o n v e rsa tio n , I d isc o v e re d  th a t th e se  
m e n  h ad , w ith  v a ry in g  d e g re e s  of sp e c if ic ity , n o rm a tiv e  m o d e ls  of 
two c u ltu ra l  in s titu tio n s : th e  s ta te  and  m a r r ia g e . T hey  had  a ls o  a 
n o rm a tiv e  m odel of one c u ltu ra l  is s u e , the  r a c e  p ro b le m . O th e r  
c u l tu r a l  e n titie s  su ch  a s  th e  econom ic o rd e r ,  education , s c ie n c e , 
a r t ,  and  the  p ro b le m  of w a r  d id  not se e m  in  th e ir  m in d s to  h av e  any 
u n iquely  C h r is t ia n  con ten t. In  o th e r  w o rd s , I  cou ld  not d is c o v e r
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even  the  v a g u e s t n o rm a tiv e  c o n s tru c t  of any but th e se  p a r t ic u la r  
in s t i tu t io n s  and th a t p a r t ic u la r  p ro b le m .
T h e re  w as no c le a r ly  th o u g h t-o u t d o c tr in e  of th e  s ta te . T h e re  
w e re  so m e  a n ti-c o m m u n is ts , bu t not of a  p a ss io n a te  s o r t .  The su b je c t 
of co m m u n ism  v o lu n ta r ily  c a m e  up in  only fo u r  in te rv ie w s . V ague­
n e s s  on  th e  su b je c t of th e  s ta te  i s  in d ic a te d  by th e  f a c t  th a t no one had 
a  d e fin itiv e  notion  of w hat k ind  of d e c is io n -m a k in g  in s titu tio n s  ought 
to  b e  p r e s e n t  in  a  uniquely  C h r is t ia n  s ta te . Could th e  s ta te  be 
s o c ia l is t  and C h r is tia n ?  T he a n sw e r  w as y e s , w ith  th r e e  ex cep tio n s 
who id e n tif ie d  so c ia lism  w ith  a  d e n ia l of ind iv idua l r ig h ts .  Only e ig h t 
of th e  tw enty had a  v e ry  c le a r  id e a  of w hat so c ia l is m  w a s . B ut, w ith  
th e  ex cep tio n s noted, th e re  w as no n e c e s s a ry  a n im o s ity  b e tw een  the  
C h r is t ia n  com m unity  and  a  s o c ia l is t  p o lit ic a l o rd e r .  C ould a  s ta te  
b e  c o m m u n is t and C h r is t ia n ?  U nan im ously  no, b e c a u se  co m m u n ism  
w as a th e is t ic .  Could a  s ta te  be  d e m o c ra tic  and C h r is t ia n ?  U nani­
m o u s ly , y e s . C ould a  s ta te  b e  d e m o c ra tic  and  u n c h r is tia n ?  A gain , 
u n a n im o u sly , y e s . A p p a ren tly , a  s ta te ,  r e g a rd le s s  of i t s  econom ic  
and  p o lit ic a l  o rg an iz a tio n , i s  p e rc e iv e d  to be C h r is t ia n  i f  i t  a llow s 
fo r  in d iv id u a l s e l f - e x p re s s io n  by p ro te c tin g  in d iv id u a l r ig h ts . A 
C a th o lic  p r i e s t  pu t i t  th is  way:
The im p o rta n t th ing  is  w h e th e r o r  not the  p eo p le  have 
a  say  in  the  k ind  of g o v e rn m e n t th a t  ru le s  th em .
T hey have God g iven  r ig h ts  to  d e te rm in e  th e ir  own 
fo rm  of g o v ern m en t and  a s  long a s  th a t is  no t 
a b rid g e d , i t  d o e s n 't  m ake  a  g re a t  d e a l of d iffe re n c e  
w h a t k ind  of g o v e rn m e n t th ey  have.
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Six of them  h e ld  th a t the  a llo c a tio n  of i t s  r e s o u rc e s  w as a
d e te rm in a n t in  w h e th er o r  no t a  s ta te  w as C h ris tia n . A ll of th e se
m en  w e re  l ib e r a l  in  th e  o rthodoxy  sc a le  and b e liev ed  th a t pub lic
m oney  shou ld  be expended fo r  h u m an  s e rv ic e s  and  d e c re a s e d  fro m
m il i ta ry  spending . T h is  w as , to th em , a C h r is t ia n  co m m itm en t. A
L u th e ra n  sa id :
I th ink  i t  is  t e r r i b le  th a t  the  P r e s id e n t  i s  p lann ing  
to  c u t back  the  O ffice of E conom ic  O pportun ity  and 
H ead  S ta r t  and  o th e r  p ro g ra m s  th a t seek  to  a lle v ia te  
p o v e rty  w hile  a l l  the  t im e  h e  i s  con tinu ing  th e  w a r 
in  S o u th eas t A s ia . W hat w e 'v e  got in  th is  co u n try  
i s  a  p e rv e r te d  s e n s e  of v a lu e s . We have enough 
m oney to do the  th in g s to be  done bu t w e d o n 't  know 
w hat ought to b e  done f i r s t .  1 b e lie v e  th a t a  C h r is t ia n  
h as  an  o b lig a tio n  to sp eak  out w hen p ro g ra m s  th a t 
d ea l w ith  hum an  p ro b le m s  a r e  cu t out w hile  th e  
m il i ta ry  k eep s  on going.
N o n e th e le ss , w hen the  c o n v e rsa tio n s  on th e  s ta te  h ad  been  
ex h au sted , one w as s t i l l  h a rd  pu t to  s e e  any re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  
th e o lo g ic a l conv ic tion , e c c le s ia s t ic a l  t ra d itio n  and th e  v iew  of the 
s ta te .  L u th e ra n s  h e ld  no two k in g d o m s d o c tr in e . T he C a lv in is ts  
d id  no t s h a re  C a lv in 's  v iew  of th e  s ta te 's  h igh  m o ra l  p u rp o se  n o r 
d id  C a th o lic s  ta lk  of c o e x is te n c e  b e tw een  the  c ity  of God and  the  c ity  
of m an .
T he la c k  of c la r i ty  abou t th e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  c h u rc h  and 
s ta te ,  coup led  w ith  the  a s su m p tio n  th a t th e  s ta te 's  p u rp o se  i s  la rg e ly  
to  p ro te c t  the  in d iv id u a l, le a d s  one to th e  c o n c lu sio n  th a t th e s e  
c le rg y m e n  d e r iv e  th e ir  v iew  of the  s ta te  f ro m  th e  l ib e r a l ,  s e c u la r
d o c tr in e  of the  s ta te 's  au tonom y. In  none of them  w as th e re  a  no tion  
of a  n e c e s s a ry  t ie  be tw een  the s ta te  and  God o r th e  s ta te  and  n a tu ra l  
law . To ex p la in  fu r th e r ,  in  th e  a n c ie n t w o rld  s ta te s  w e re  b a se d  on 
re lig io n . The e a r ly  ch u rc h  a cc ep ted  the  s ta te  a s  e s ta b lish e d  by God 
and even  if  i t  d id  not a c c e p t the " tru e  God, " i t  s e rv e d  the  p u rp o se s  
of th a t God. In  th e  M iddle A ges, the  s ta te  found i t s  ro o ts  in  the 
in s t itu t io n a l  c h u rc h . T he r e fo r m e r s ,  p a r t ic u la r ly  C a lv in  (L u th e r  
lack in g  any s in g le  d ire c tio n  on the theo logy  of the  s ta te ) , r e tu rn e d  to 
the  v iew  of the  young ch u rch . The th in k e rs  of the  R e n a issa n c e  and 
the  E n lig h ten m en t saw  the s ta te  b a se d  n o t in  God, b u t in  the  s to ic  
t ra d i tio n  of n a tu ra l law . N o n e th e less , th is  n a tu ra l  law  tra d itio n  w as 
p e rm e a te d  w ith  C h r is t ia n  id e a s  and sy m b o ls  and s t i l l  p ro v id ed  a  
tra n s c e n d e n ta l, m o ra l  p u rp o se  fo r  the  s ta te .  I t  re m a in e d  fo r  th e  
p o s i t iv is ts  and m a te r ia l i s t s  of the  n in e tee n th  c e n tu ry  to b re a k  a l l  
t ie s  b e tw een  the  s ta te  and any u ltim a te , e te rn a l  o r  tra n s c e n d e n ta l  
fo rc e , id ea  o r  p e rso n . A s E m il B ru n n e r  lu c id ly  o b s e rv e s , th e  r e ­
su lt  o f th is  d iv o rc e  h a s  been  tw ofold. On the  one hand, i t  h a s  le d  to 
th e  a b so lu tiz a tio n  of the  s ta te  w h e re  ju s t ic e ,  lack in g  any u ltim a te  
m ean ing , ta k e s  th e  fo rm  of com m and  o r  law . T he o th e r  r e s u l t  h a s
b een  a  d ec lin e  in  the  a u th o r ity  of the  s ta te  w hich c o m e s  fro m  an
44u n re s tra in e d  in d iv id u a lism . We m ig h t, fo r  the p u rp o se  of la b e ls ,
^ E m i l  B ru n n e r , The D ivine Im p e ra tiv e  (P h ilad e lp h ia : T he 
W e s tm in is te r  P r e s s ,  1957), pp. 440-474 .
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c a l l  the  fo r m e r  c o n se rv a tiv e  and the  l a t t e r  l ib e ra l .  L e t i t  be  noted
a g a in  th a t i t  is  in  th is  s e c u la r ,  l ib e r a l  t r a d itio n  th a t John  L ocke stood
along  w ith  T hom as J e f fe rs o n  and  h is  c o lleag u es .
Q u estio n  tw e n ty -sev e n  in  A ppendix II a sk ed  th e se  m en  w hat
th ey  thought th e  A m e ric a n  way of life  m ean t. The re s p o n se  of th is
B a p tis t  w as typ ica l:
I t  m e a n s  free d o m  to  liv e  and  to be  o u rs e lv e s . I t 
m ea n s  free d o m  of sp eech  and fre e d o m  of the  p r e s s ,  
f re e d o m  to p re a c h  th e  w ord  of God w h e re v e r  we 
w ant to .
T he lac k  of c la r i ty  about a  m o d el of a  " C h r is t ia n  s ta te "  is  in d ica ted
by th is  q u o ta tio n  fro m  a  B a p tis t:
I am  one of th o se  p r e a c h e r s  who h as  sa id  f ro m  the 
p u lp it th a t i t  is  v e ry  d iff ic u lt fo r  m e to be to le ra n t 
to th o se  who b la sp h em e  o u r c o u n try  o r  r id ic u le  o u r 
co u n try  o r  who b u rn  d ra f t  c a rd s  o r  do th is  k ind  of 
th ing  b e c a u se  I love  A m e ric a  and w ith  a l l  i ts  fa u lts ,
I  fe e l th a t a s  s o r ry  a s  w e a r e  in  A m e ric a , I w ould 
tend  to sa y  unto the L o rd , "L o rd , a s  s o r r y  a s  we 
a r e ,  w e have  m is s e d  you God. " And I f e e l  th a t ou r 
sy s te m  of g o v e rn m en t, w ith  a l l  i t s  fa u lts  and  loop ­
h o le s , th a t  A m e ric a  i s  a  g r e a t  na tion . We in  A m e ric a  
h av e  m o re  than  w e 'v e  e v e r  had  m a te r ia lly . So the 
A m e ric a n  way of l if e ,  I th ink  i t ' s  g re a t .  I love 
A m e ric a  and  I su p p o rt m y co u n try  in  e v e ry  w ay I 
can .
A fte r  find ing  i t  n e c e s s a ry  to  b e  c r i t i c a l  of A m e r ic a 's  m a te r i ­
a l is m , an  independen t B a p tis t  sa id :
I am  a f r a id  today  th e  A m e ric a n  w ay of life  h a s  com e 
to  m e a n  p le a s u re s  an d  ra u c o u s  liv in g . T h a t 's  w hat 
I fe e l the  g re a t  m a jo r ity  of fo lk s fe e l . W hen you say  
th e  A m e ric a n  w ay of life  to o th e r  p eo p le , i t  p o ss ib ly  
m ean s  th e  fre e d o m  to w ork , the  fre e d o m  to  ob ta in ,
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the  fre e d o m  of ch o ice , of l ife , to  live  a s  you b e liev e  
you ought to  liv e  a s  a n  ind iv id u a l.
A  R om an  C atho lic  p u t h is  fee lin g s  abou t in d iv id u a lism  in  a  l i t t le  m o re
so p h is tic a te d  language:
I would iden tify  the  A m e ric a n  w ay of l ife  w ith  a  s o r t  
of p o lit ic a l  and  m o ra l p lu ra l is m  b a se d  on to le ra n c e  
and  re s p e c t  fo r  the  r ig h ts  o f o th e rs . B ut th a t in  
i t s e l f  is  a  vague s o r t  of th ing .
A P re s b y te r ia n  pu t i t  in  m o re  econom ic  te rm s :
The A m e ric a n  w ay of life  m e a n s  an  o p p o rtu n ity  to 
h ave  a job , to  r a i s e  a  fa m ily  u n d is tu rb ed  w ithout 
hav ing  too m any  peop le  te llin g  you w hat to do, 
m ain ly , b ig  g o v ern m en t. T hen  to  a  l im ite d  ex ten t, 
the  sam e r ig h ts  to o th e r s ,  b u t I  d o n 't th ink  i t  goes 
in  p ra c t ic e  a s  n e a r ly  a s  f a r  a s  i t  goes in  th e  
A m e ric a n  d re a m  w h ere  a l l  m en  have th e  sa m e  
r ig h ts . U nfo rtunate ly , w e 'v e  n e v e r  tak en  i t  th a t 
f a r .
S o m e tim es , the  A m e ric a n  way of l ife  m ean t f re e d o m  to  a c q u ire  an  
e s ta te ;  so m e tim e s , fre e d o m  of p r e s s  o r  speech  o r  w o rsh ip , but 
h o w ev er i t  w as put, w ith  v ir tu a l  unan im ity , the  s t a t e 's  p r im a ry  
b u s in e s s  is  the  p ro te c tio n  of G od-g iven  in d iv id u a l r ig h ts . The 
n o rm a tiv e  ro le  of the  c h u rc h , th e re fo re ,  is  to  tr a n s fo rm  th e  s ta te , 
b u t the  n o rm a tiv e  m o d e l to w ard s  w hich  th e  s ta te  should  m ove in  the 
n o rm a tiv e  m odel b u ilt  w ith  th e  b r ic k s  of John L ocke . None o f the  
v a r ia b le s  o f o rthodoxy, e c c le s ia s t ic a l  p o lity , age  o r  ra c e  changed  
th e  p ic tu re  a p p re c ia b ly .
T h is  t ra n s fo rm a tio n  of th e  s ta te  f ro m  w h a t i t  is  to  w hat i t  
ought to  becom e ta k e s  p la c e  by changing the p o in ts  of v iew  of
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in d iv id u a l b e lie v e r s .  In  d isc u ss in g  pub lic  p o licy , the  r a c e  is su e  
c a m e  to m ind n a tu ra lly  and e a s i ly  fo r  m o s t of th e se  m en . F o r  the  
th eo lo g ica l l ib e r a ls ,  r a c ia l  p o licy  cou ld  be  b ro u g h t up to  d a te  if  they  
w e re  su c c e ss fu l in  involving d e c is io n  m a k e rs  and p o lit ic a l  em p loyees 
in  se n s itiv ity  g roup  a c t iv i t ie s  w ith  b lac k s  in  o rd e r  to c r e a te  o p p o rtu ­
n itie s  fo r  co m m u n ica tio n  and p e rs o n a l  g row th . A P re s b y te r ia n  sa id :
One of the  b e s t  th ings th a t the M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n  
h as done in  re c e n t y e a r s  is  to sp o n so r a  s e r ie s  o f 
m ee tin g s  w ith  a  s o -c a lle d  a d  hoc c o m m ittee . T hey 
have m e t w ith  som e p sy c h o lo g is ts  f ro m  L. S. U. and  
w e 'v e  tak e n  s e v e ra l  w eekend  r e t r e a t s  in  w hich w e 'v e  
re a lly  t r ie d  to  develop  so m e  se n s it iv ity  to one a n o th e r . 
S o m etim es th e  hostility -w ou ld  g e t p r e t ty  heavy , b u t 
I think i t ' s  b e en  p re tty  he lp fu l.
I a sk ed  him  if they  h ad  su c c e ss fu lly  invo lved  any p o lic em e n  o r  c ity  
p a r i s h  co u n c ilm en  and the a n sw e r  w as n e g a tiv e . "H ow ever, " he 
con tinued , " those  of us who have  p a r t ic ip a te d  have found i t  to be a  
m a rv e lo u s  e x p e rie n c e . "
T heo log ica l c o n se rv a tiv e s  fo r  the m o s t p a r t  b e lie v e  th a t the  
c h u rc h  t r a n s fo rm s  the  w orld  of the  s ta te  by w inning the  lo s t  p o lit i­
c ia n  to saving fa ith  in  J e s u s  C h r is t .  A m in is te r  of the  A sse m b ly  of 
God said :
W ouldn 't i t  b e  w onderfu l if  the  g o v e rn o r of the s ta te  
and the  m a y o r of the  c ity  w e re  r ig h t  w ith  the  L o rd ?
J u s t  th ink  of the  d iffe re n c e  i t  would m ake . They 
would pu t a n  end to  c r im e , they  w ould p ro te c t  th e  
good p eo p le  of the  com m unity , they  w ou ldn 't a llo w  
liq u o r to b e  so ld  a l l  o v e r  the  c ity . T hey w ould s ta m p  
out dope. If w e could w in  th e  lo s t  p o lit ic ia n  to J e s u s  
and se e  th em  a l l  down on  th e ir  k n e es  giving p r a i s e
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unto the  L ord , I te l l  you, i t  would be a  m arv e lo u s 
thing.
F o r  o u r p u rp o se s , i t  is  su ffic ien t to o b se rv e  th a t w h e th er l ib e r a l  o r  
c o n se rv a tiv e , th eo lo g ica lly  speak ing , tra n s fo rm a tio n  takes p lace  by 
changing ind iv idual b e lie v e rs .
A second  entity  of c u ltu re  re g a rd e d  a s  open fo r  tra n s fo rm a tio n  
is  th e  in s titu tio n  of m a r r ia g e . W hile th is  m ight not be c o n s id e re d  an  
a p p ro p r ia te  su b jec t fo r  a  study in  p o litic a l sc ien ce , I m en tion  i t  
b r ie f ly  fo r  two re a so n s . One i s  th a t i t  w as one of th re e  c u ltu ra l  
e n titie s  re g a rd e d  a s  am en ab le  fo r  tra n s fo rm a tio n  and  the second  is  
th a t i t  c le a r ly  i l lu s t r a te s  th e  ten s io n  in  the  C h r is t  and c u ltu re  p ro b lem . 
In  th e  C h r is tia n  tra d itio n , m a r r ia g e  is  o rd in a r ily  conce ived  in  o rgan ic  
fash io n . It is  a  union th a t g ives b ir th  to a  group w hich in  the p a s t  
h a s  b een  conceived  of a s  in te rd ep en d en t and m utua lly  sup p o rtiv e  
so c ia lly , econom ically  and em o tionally . F o r  the  m o s t p a r t , th e se  
m en  s t i l l  v iew  th is  a s  the  id ea l and b e liev e  th a t the  ch u rch  ought to 
b e  a t  w ork  in  fu sin g  the  sym bol of m a r r ia g e  w ith th a t kind of l i f e ­
tim e , in te rd ep en d en t and supposed ly  C h r is tia n  id ea . Y et, on the 
o th e r  hand, they  a lso  esp o u sed  a n  in d iv id u a lism  th a t seek s  to f r e e  
peop le  fro m  tu te lag e  to  c o lle c tiv e s . A few  slogans fro m  the i n te r ­
v iew s i l lu s t r a te  the  is s u e  of m a rr ia g e :  "A m a r r ia g e  needs to be  an  
open re la tio n sh ip . " "P eo p le  need  a  lo t of f r e e  tim e  to do th e ir  own 
th ing . " An E p isco p a lian  r e f e r r e d  to a  book e n titled  Open M a rr ia g e .
H is v iew  w as th a t th is  book c le a r ly  u n d e rs tan d s  the  m o d ern  w orld .
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We sim ply  can n o t su rv iv e  in  th is  " to g e th e rn e s s "  
a tm o sp h e re . M a r r ia g e s  ju s t  s im p ly  c a n 't  s tand  
up to  th a t p r e s s u r e  in  th is  day  and t im e . E ach  
p a r tn e r  in  a  m a r r ia g e  m u s t a c tu a liz e  h is  own 
p e rs o n a li ty  and develop  h is  own se lf .
T h e re  a r e  o b v io u sly  a  la r g e  a r r a y  of co m p lex  so c ia l v a r i ­
a b le s  th a t have  c re a te d  the  c r i s i s  in  m a r r ia g e  today , a  c r i s i s ,  1 
b e lie v e , w hich  is  only a  few  d e c a d e s  o ld . T h e re  is  a  change  fro m  a 
r u r a l  to an  u rb a n , m obile  so c ie ty . T h e re  is  a  w ide u se  and  a v a i l ­
a b il i ty  of c o n tra c e p tiv e s . T h e re  i s  th e  w hole econom ic , p o litic a l, 
le g a l an d  in te l le c tu a l  e m a n c ip a tio n  of w om en. Y et, c e r ta in ly  one of 
th e  c a u s e s  w hich  l ie s  a t  th e  b a se  o f th e s e  v a r ia b le s  i s  th e  notion  of 
in d iv id u a l independence , a  n o tio n  w hich  h as found a  s tro n g e r  vo ice  
in  the  s e c u la r ,  l ib e ra l  t r a d i t io n  th an  i t  does in  tra d itio n a l 
C h r is t ia n ity , The v a lid ity  of th e  t ra d i t io n a l  C h r is t ia n  co n cep t of 
m a r r ia g e  i s  no t the po in t. I only  w ish  to o b se rv e  th a t in  tw elve  of 
th e  m en  in te rv ie w e d , th e re  w as an  a p p a re n t d is ju n c tu re  be tw een  
th e i r  n o rm a tiv e  and o p e ra tio n a l  v iew s of m a r r ia g e .  On th e  one hand, 
th e re  is  a  l ife tim e , m onogam ous, m u tu a lly  su p p o rtiv e  m odel of 
m a r r ia g e  w hich  they  r e g a r d  a s  the  id e a l. T he ch u rch  ought to be  in  
th e  b u s in e s s  o f c re a tin g  an d  su s ta in in g  th o se  k in d s of fa m ily  re la t io n ­
sh ip s . On the o th e r  hand , th e  m in is te r  s e e s  h is  ro le  a s  a n  ind iv idua l 
who, in  the  n am e of the  c h u rc h , h e lp s  o th e r  in d iv id u a ls  a t ta in  som e 
au th e n tic  n o tion  of tru e  in d iv id u a lity .
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T his d isc re p a n c y  in  the n o rm a tiv e  and o p e ra tio n a l v iew s does
no t se em  a p p a re n t to th em  and I tak e  th a t to  m ea n  e ith e r  (1) th a t the
in co n g ru ity  a p p a re n t to m e  e ith e r  do es no t e x is t  o r ,  if i t  does e x is t,
d o es not tro u b le  them  o r  {2) w hen a  m in is te r  ch o o ses the  in te l le c tu a l ,
co n cep tu a l to o ls  w ith w hich he se ek s  to p e r fo rm  h is  ta s k  he  looks in
th e  c lo s e t  of th e  s e c u la r ,  l ib e ra l  tra d itio n . Theology se e m s  to com e
a f te r  the  fa c t and  s e rv e s  p r im a r i ly  a s  a  le g i t im iz e r .
T he r a c e  is s u e , having b een  th e  o c c a s io n  fo r  the  e n tire  study ,
w as p o in ted ly  ra is e d  a t  each in te rv ie w . H e re , again , th e re  w as a
s u rp r is in g  d e g re e  of a g re e m e n t on  th e  co n ten t of the  n o rm a tiv e
C h r is t ia n  m o d el of r a c e  re la tio n s . I m e t no r a c i s t s ;  h o w ev er, fo u r
of th e  S ou thern  B a p tis ts  and the  two w h ite  independen t B a p tis ts  a l l
h ad  p o lic ie s  p ro h ib itin g  m e m b e rsh ip  by b la c k s . A w hite S ou thern
B a p tis t  ju s tif ie d  i t  in  th is  way:
We d o n 't  a llow  b la c k s  in  th is  c h u rc h . M aybe w e 
should , bu t w e ju s t  d o n 't do i t .  F o r  o u r peop le , the  
c h u rc h  is  a  c e n te r  fo r  th e ir  f r ie n d s h ip s . They u se  
the  f a c i l i t ie s  fo r  a l l  k inds of so c ia l ev en ts . M any 
th ings tak e  p lac e  in  p e o p le 's  h o m es too. Now you 
ju s t  w o n 't  have an y  ra c e  m ix ing  in  p e o p le 's  hom es 
and s o c ia l  e v en ts ; so , to  th a t d e g re e , o u r ch u rch  is  
re a l ly  no t open. I t 's  b e t te r  to  tu rn  p eop le  back  a t  
the  d o o r and p re v e n t e m b a r ra s s m e n t  th an  to le t  them  
belong  and  then  s e e  th a t they  r e a l ly  c a n 't  be  invo lved .
A n o th e r S o u th e rn  B a p tis t  pu t i t  th is  way:
I 'm  s u r e  som e p eop le  say  I a m  no t a s  v o ca l a s  I 
should  be  abou t th is  ra c e  is s u e . O ur c h u rc h  h as  a  
po licy  w hich  h as  b een  in  e ffe c t s in c e  1954 th a t a 
b lack  p e rs o n  c a n 't  com e to  a  r e g u la r  w orshop  s e rv ic e  
h e re .  I am  no t fo r  th a t. I th ink  i t  is  w rong . I have
sought in. the  b e s t  way I c an  to  b r in g  abou t w hat I fe e l 
the  c a s e  ought to be h e re  in  th is  c h u rc h . I have spoken 
out in  som e p la c e s , fo r in s ta n c e , to  m y d eaco n s. But 
I am  not a  c ru s a d e r  and I d o n 't  u se  the  p u lp it to  c a r r y  
m y c ru s a d e  fo r  so c ia l ju s t ic e .  Y et, in  p re a c h in g  the 
B ib le , you c a n 't  ge t a ro u n d  th is .  If you p re a c h  the  
B ib le , th e re  a r e  som e s o c ia l i s s u e s  th a t a r e  going to 
co m e to a  po in t and  y o u 're  going to have  to d e a l w ith 
them  B ib lic a lly . T h ere  is  a  b ig  d iffe re n c e  in  dea ling  
w ith  som eth ing  B ib lic a lly  lik e  th is  and being  a  f la g -  
w aving c ru s a d e r .  I think th e re  is  d e fin ite ly  a  p lace  
fo r  m e  a s  a  m in is te r  and fo r  o u r c h u rc h  to be  involved  
so c ia lly . But, ag a in , we S o u th ern  B a p tis ts  g e n e ra lly  
say , " L e t 's  no t be  gu ilty  o f p re a c h in g  a s o c ia l  G ospel. " 
W hat we m ean  by th a t is  th a t w e a r e  em p h asiz in g  and 
g iv ing  m o ra l  em p h asis  to h e lp in g  th is  m an  co m e out 
of h is  s o c ia l p o v e rty , econom ic p o v e rty , r a th e r  th an  
pu tting  em p h asis  on the need  to w in th is  m an  to saving  
fa ith  in  J e s u s  C h r is t  so th a t he  w ill  becom e a  new 
c re a tu r e  a s  th e  B ib le  te a c h e s . So, I th ink  so m e tim e s  
o u ts id e rs  look upon Sou thern  B a p tis ts  and say , "W ell, 
w e 'r e  ju s t  not invo lved  b e c a u se  we a r e  a f ra id  th a t 's  
ta in ted . " I t h a s  to do w ith th e  a r e a  of p rea ch in g  so c ia l 
G ospel. So, p e rso n a lly , I  th in k  w hat m o st peop le  
w ould c o n s id e r  a c tiv e ly  invo lved  in  so c ia l is s u e s  in  
B aton  Rouge and  o u r co m m u n ity , I 'd  have  to  say  no.
I 'm  r e a l ly  not.
A no ther B a p tis t pu t i t  th is  way:
I th ink  B a p tis ts  s t i l l  a r e  m o ra l ly  c o n se rv a tiv e  and I 
w ould w ant th em  to be  so. B ut th e r e  a r e  a  g r e a t  m any 
c h an g e s . You u sed  to h e a r  ab o u t s ty le s  of d r e s s ,  bu t 
you  d o n 't  h e a r  th a t a n y m o re . I th ink  th a t the  tendency  
to w ard s  r a c ia l  o p en n ess  i s  a  r e s u l t  m o re  of the  p r e s ­
s u r e s  of the c u ltu re  than  p r e s s u r e s  o f c o n sc ie n ce  
b e c a u se  the  c h u rc h  w hich ought to  be  the le a d e r  of 
change is  u su a lly  th e  l a s t  p la c e  w h e re  change o c c u rs .  
T he g o v e rn m en t p a s se d  the law . In te g ra tio n  w as r e a l  
in  the A rm y  and in  the schoo l, in  b u s in e s s  b e fo re  i t  
e v e r  b e c a m e  r e a l ,  if  i t  e v e r  h a s  b een , in  th e  c h u rc h . 
And I w ould say  th a t w hat h a s  tak e n  p la c e  is  r e a l ly  
th a t c u ltu re  is  fo rc in g  the c h u rc h  to change . You 
w ould th ink  th a t th is  w hole m o v em en t w ould com e out 
of c o n c e rn  fo r  w hat is  s p ir i tu a l ly  r ig h t  and  I 'd  lik e  to 
th ink  i t  h a s , bu t i t  r e a l ly  h a s n 't .
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T he re p u ta tio n a l techn ique  u sed  to iden tify  th o se  in te rv ie w e d  
d id  not tu rn  up any r e a l  r a c i s t s .  A ll p ro fe s s e d  b e lie f  in  the  equality  
of m en  and n ine of th o se  in te rv ie w e d  b a se d  th is  b e lie f  on two th eo lo g ­
ic a l  p r in c ip le s . One w as th e  d o c tr in e  of c re a tio n . H e re , m en  w e re  
p e rc e iv e d  a s  b ro th e r s  b e ca u se  they  sh a re d  the  sa m e  God, conce ived  
a s  F a th e r .  The p r in c ip le  w as equality  of sonsh ip . The o th e r  th e o ­
lo g ic a l p r in c ip le  w as b a se d  on  th e  eq u a lity  of s in . A ll m e n  w e re  
p e rc e iv e d  a s  s in n e rs  who equally  needed  th e  m e rc y  of God.
E x am p les f ro m  the P a u lin e  w ritin g s  w e re  o ften  u sed  to  p ro v id e  a  
B ib lic a l b a se  to th e se  d o c tr in e s ,. A  P re s b y te r ia n  sa id :
1 b e lie v e  a  m in is te r  h a s  to tak e  a pub lic  s tan d  on 
is s u e s  lik e  th a t b e c a u se  to do so c o n tr ib u te s  so m e ­
th ing  to the c lim a te  of pub lic  opin ion . 1 did th is  
once b e fo re  on  the  ra c e  i s s u e .  A f te r  I 'd  b een  h e re  
one y e a r  I spoke d ire c tly  to  the  m a t te r  and a s  p la in ly  
a s  I 'v e  e v e r  spoken  on the  su b je c t. I t 's  a lw ays b e en  
a  p r im e  c o n c e rn  of m ine  e v e r  s in c e  I w as a  young 
p e rso n . And I th ink  th a t i t  had  a  r e a l  im p a c t in  
giving o th e r  peop le  c o u ra g e  who f e l t  th e  sam e w ay.
We a l l  b e lie v e  th a t w e a r e  the  f a th e r  of one God.
We a l l  b e liev e  th a t w hile  w e w e re  y e t s in n e rs ,
C h r is t  d ied  fo r  u s . The a p o s tle  P a u l r e f e r s  to 
th e  b re a k in g  down of th e  w a lls  of se x , r a c e  and 
language  b e c a u se  of o u r com m on  lo y a lty  to J e s u s  
C h r is t .  I th ink m in is te r s  need  to sp eak  on th a t.
W hen I d id  so , i t  gave th em  m o re  r e s p e c t  fo r  the  
c h u rc h . They f e l t  i t  shou ld  have b e e n  done and 
they  w e re  g lad  i t  w as done and  I th ink  i t  gave th em  
som e c o u ra g e . 1 c o u ld n 't sa y  i t  in fluenced  p o lit ic ia n s  
too m uch .
H e re , ag a in , one is  h a rd  pu t to d is tin g u ish  b e tw een  theology 
and  s e c u la r  A m e ric a n  l ib e ra l is m . A s T ocquev ille  o b se rv e d .
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45A m e ric a n s  a r e  "b o rn  equal. " L ou is H a rtz  w r i te s  abou t the South
p r io r  to th e  C iv il W ar:
L ocke, in  o th e r  w o rd s , w as too r e a l ,  too e m p ir ic a l,  
too h is to r ic a l  in  A m e ric a  to a tta c k  and  the  c o n se ­
qu en ces of th is  a r e  obv ious. The God of th e  r e a c ­
t io n a r ie s  w as H im se lf  on L o c k e 's  s ide  . . .  in  i ts  
Je f fe rso n ia n  you th , the  South i ts e l f  had  c o n s id e re d  
s la v e ry  bad. 4°
H a r tz  con tinues:
T he tru th  is ,  r a c ia l  th e o ry  w as bound to p o se  d if f i­
c u lt ie s  so long a s  any hum an  a ttr ib u te  w as p e rm itte d  
to  re m a in  w ith  the s lav e . And to take  aw ay a l l  
h um an ity  fro m  a  hum an  b e ing  w as, even  in  p r e -  
C h r is t ia n  G re e c e , m o re  th an  the ph ilosoph ic  
c o n sc ie n ce  could  su c c e ss fu lly  acc o m p lish  . . .
T he S o u th e rn e rs  could  no t rem o v e  th e  N egro  f ro m  
th e  hum an c a te g o ry , and , no t being a b le  to do so , 
th e i r  log ic  of in eq u a lity  w as found to b a c k f ire  on 
th e m se lv e s . 47
In s ta n d a rd  l ib e r a l  p a r la n c e , the d o c tr in e  of n a tu ra l  r ig h ts  
and  th e  l ib e r a l  v iew  of m an  g u a ra n te e s  e v e ry  m an  an  equal say  in  
d e c is io n  m aking . H um an be in g s m u s t be  a llow ed  to p u rs u e  s ta tu s  
and  w ealth  equally , th a t i s ,  they  m u s t have a g u a ra n tee d  eq u a lity  of 
opp o rtu n ity  and  th e ir  w eigh t in  the p o litic a l a re n a  m u st lik e w ise  be 
eq u al. T h is i s  u su a lly  e x p re s s e d  by  the  no tions of eq u a lity  b e fo re  
th e  law  and u n iv e rs a l  su ffra g e . A s H a r tz  o b s e rv e s , the  d a n g e r in
45A lex is  de T o cq u ev ille , D e m o crac y  in  A m e r ic a , ed. by F . 
Bowen, V ol. II (Boston: N. p . , 1893), p . 123.
4^ H a rtz , The L ib e ra l  T ra d itio n  in  A m e ric a , p . 153.
47Ibid. , pp. 1 69-170 .
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th is  l ib e r a l  t r a d itio n  i s  the tendency  to tu rn  the d o c tr in e  of equality  
in to  one of id en tity . N o n e th e less , the n o rm a tiv e , l ib e r a l  m odel h as 
h e ld  to  the  conv ic tion  th a t th e  d iffe re n c e s  b e tw een  m en  m u s t r e f le c t  
a c h ie v e m e n t and  not c o e rc io n . T h e re  is  a  p e rc e iv e d  com m on 
hu m an ity  th a t is  m o re  s ig n ifican t than  in d iv id u a l e th n ic , r a c ia l ,  
se x u a l o r  l in g u is tic  d iffe re n c e s  am ong h u m an  b e in g s . A s a  n o rm a ­
tiv e  m odel, th e  m en  I in te rv ie w e d  unan im ously  he ld  such  a  v iew .
A s in  o th e r  p la c e s  in  th is  study , 1 w as  a g a in  pu t to w ondering  
if  th e  c h u rc h , if  th e se  m en  a r e  re p re s e n ta t iv e , i s  s im p ly  a  re f le c tio n  
of c u ltu ra l  v a lu e s  w hich h as  the  s in g u la r  ta s k  of le g itim iz in g  th e se  
v a lu e s . E q u a lity , fo r  exam p le , i s  not n e a r ly  a s  fa m ilia r  to  th e  w o rld  
of th e  B ib le  a s  i t  is  to the co n cep tu a l, n o rm a tiv e  w o rld  of th e s e  m en  
in te rv ie w e d . R a th e r  e x ten s iv e  c o n v e rsa tio n s  w e re  he ld  w ith  se v en ­
te e n  of th e s e  m en  on the  su b je c t of the  A m e ric a n  way o f l ife  and  
eq u a lity  in  one fo rm  o r  a n o th e r  w as m en tioned  in  fo u rte e n  of th e se  
d is c u s s io n s . T he no tion  of hum an  equality  m ay  indeed  be  a  noble 
co n cep t, b u t I  am  in c lin ed  to th ink  th a t i t s  d e e p e s t ro o ts  a r e  in  s to ic  
r a t io n a l is m  f ro m  w hence i t  w as in c o rp o ra te d  in to  the s ta n d a rd  
A m e ric a n  v iew  of th ings v ia  John  L ocke. I t  s e e m s  to  m e  th a t  the  
d o c tr in e s  o f c re a t io n  and re d e m p tio n  com e a f te r  the  fa c t  in  th e  m inds 
of th e s e  m en  to  le g itim iz e  and  m ak e  ra t io n a l  a  m odel of h u m an  
eq u a lity  w hose  p r im a ry  ro o ts  a r e  s e c u la r  r a th e r  than  re l ig io u s .
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I am  aw are  th a t the  d is tin c tio n  betw een  s e c u la r  and re lig io u s  
i s  not a d m itted  by som e theo log ians, bu t I  would m ain ta in  w ith  the  
m a in  s tre a m  of so c ia l sc ien ce  th a t one can  d is tin g u ish  betw een  the 
concep tua l ap p a ra tu s  o f so c ia l sc ien c e  and th a t of tra d itio n a l 
C h r is t ia n  theology. The s ta te , the in s titu tio n  of m a r r ia g e  and the 
id e a  of hum an  equality  c o n s titu te s , in  th ese  m en, th e  to ta l scope of 
n o rm a tiv e  m odels. In a ll  th re e  c a s e s , the m ethodology fo r  t r a n s ­
fo rm a tio n  into a  m odel is  b ased  on ind iv idua lism , vary ing  f ro m  the 
l ib e r a l  "b eh av io ra l a p p ro a ch "  to c o n se rv a tiv e  "p e rso n a l co n v ers io n  
ap p ro ach . " One m oves fro m  w hat i£  to w hat ought w hen the  m in is te r  
a s  an  ind iv idual r e la te s  to o th e r  ind iv iduals in  o rd e r  to e ffect change.
O th er is su e s  w e re  d isc u sse d  in  o rd e r  to a s c e r ta in  th e ir  view  
of the  c h u rc h 's  ro le  a s  an  agen t of so c ia l change, bu t h e re  the  
n o rm a tiv e  m odels w e re  even le s s  c le a r ly  conceived  than  in  th o se  
d e sc r ib e d . The ch u rch  ought to be involved in  econom ic p ro b le m s, 
i t  ought to be  co n cern ed  abou t the  p o o r, about housing , about 
p o litic a l p r io r i t ie s  on a llo ca tin g  public r e s o u rc e s , b u t th e re  w as no 
no tion  of a C h ris tia n  econom ic sy s te m . The sam e  w as tru e  on 
n a tio n a l d e fen se  po licy . I m et no ad am an t p a c if is ts  o r  jin g o is tic  
n a tio n a lis ts . Nobody fav o re d  le g a liz e d  gam bling o r  m o re  l ib e r a l  
liq u o r law s, but the R om an C ath o lics  did no t re g a rd  th ese  a s  c ru c ia l  
so c ia l  i s s u e s .  On the  o th e r  hand, the  R om an C atho lics w e re
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a d am an t in  th e ir  opposition  to  le g a liz e d  ab o rtio n , w hile m ost 
P ro te s ta n ts  re g a rd e d  i t  a s  a  p e rso n a l m a tte r .
The g e n e ra l d r if t  seem ed  to be  th a t the ch u rch  ought to seek  
to t r a n s fo rm  c u ltu re  and  i t  ought to  do th is  by effecting  change in  
in d iv id u a l b e lie v e r s .  S till, the  ch u rch  w as p e rc e iv e d  a s  function ing  
b e s t  w hen i t  l im ite d  i ts  invo lvem en t to th o se  is s u e s  w hich had a 
c le a r  m o ra l  te n o r  to them . In o th e r  w o rd s , w hen-everyone cou ld  se e  
th a t i t  w as a p p ro p r ia te  fo r  the  ch u rch  to speak out, i t  w as h e ld  th a t 
i t  ought to do so; o th e rw ise , they thought i t  b e s t  fo r  the ch u rch  to 
keep  h e r  own counsel. S till, when the  ch u rch  does speak , in  the 
m in d s of th e se  m en , nobody l is te n s  and  so c ie ty  re m a in s  unm oved. 
The r e s u l t  is  a  p e rs o n a l  v iew  of p o lit ic s  a s  pa radox .
C H A PTER V
PO LITICS AS PARADOX
W henever a  b e lie v e r  has one foot in  the w o rld  and one in  the  
c h u rc h  and b e lie v e s  th a t the  two w o rld s  a r e  u ltim a te ly  ir re c o n c ila b le , 
he is  sa id  to b e  in  a p a ra d o x ica l s itu a tio n . Such w as the way th a t 
e igh ty  p e rc e n t of th o se  in te rv iew ed  d e sc r ib e d  th e i r  p e rs o n a l p o sitio n . 
A s an  in s titu tio n , the  ch u rch  is  a  r e f le c to r  of c u ltu ra l  v a lu e s . A s an  
in s titu tio n , the  ch u rc h  ought to be  tra n s fo rm in g  c u ltu ra l  v a lu e s . And 
th e  d ichotom y betw een  i ts  o p e ra tio n a l and n o rm a tiv e  ro le s  p ro d u ce s  
the  p e rso n a l v iew  of a  p a ra d o x ic a l re la tio n sh ip  be tw een  the  w o rld  of 
p o lit ic s  and the  w o rld  of re lig io n . E ach  goes i ts  s e p a ra te  way u n a f­
fec ted  by the  a c tio n  of the o th e r . The w orld  of p o lit ic s  w here  v a lu es  
a r e  a u th o rita tiv e ly  a llo c a te d  is  not h e ld  to  b e  open to  in fluence  f ro m  
the  w o rld  of th e  ch u rch  w h ere  the  only w eapon is  th e  m o ra l p o w er of 
id e a s  w hich in  th e  v iew  of c le rg y  a r e  im p o ten t to  sw ay d e c is io n s .
T he ch u rch  sp eak s  of love , b ro th e rh o o d  and ju s t ic e . The w orld  of 
d e c is io n  m a k e rs  sp eak s  of m oney, pow er and  v o te s . The c le rg y m e n  
I in te rv ie w e d  b e liev e  they  should in flu en ce  po licy , b u t do not b e liev e  
th a t they  can. R egard ing  n o rm ativ e  th eo lo g ica l ideo logy  a s  im p o ten t,
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they  re s e m b le  p h y s ic ian s  who have becom e C h ris tia n  S c ie n tis ts .
They do not t r u s t  the  efficacy  of th e ir  own to o ls  to shape  public  po licy . 
T he r e s u l t  is  a  r e t r e a t  in to  a r e a s  w h ere  they  re g a rd  th em se lv e s  a s  
effective: the  a r e a s  of p e rs o n a l  re la tio n sh ip s  ( l ib e ra ls )  and p e rs o n a l  
p ie ty  (c o n se rv a tiv e s ) .
I  sought fo r  som e in te rp re ta t iv e  c a te g o ry  to d e s c r ib e  th is  
p e rs o n a l  v iew  of the re la tio n sh ip  betw een  ch u rch  and w o rld  and  the  
concep t th a t c o m e s  c lo s e s t  i s  th a t of " d e p re ss io n . " T h e re  is  
a d m itted ly  a c e r ta in  im p re c is io n  to  the  te r m . I t is  a  la b e l th a t 
en co m p asse s  a  v e r i ta b le  fam ily  of d is o rd e r s .  M artin  E . P .
S eligm an  in  P sycho logy  Today ad v an ces the  th eo ry  th a t d e p re s s io n  
is  b e lie f  in  o n e 's  own h e lp le s s n e s s . ^  E igh ty  p e rc e n t o f the m en  who 
p a r t ic ip a te d  in  th is  study  did no t fe e l e ffec tiv e  a s  ag en ts  of so c ia l 
change. The r e s u l t  i s  a  g e n e ra liz e d  d e p re s s io n  o r  m elancho lia  o r  
s e lf -d e p re c ia t io n  ab o u t th e ir  s ig n ifican ce  in  the  com m unity . They 
w e re  no t a lw ays d e p re s s e d  abou t the  sa m e  thing n o r did  they v iew  
th e ir  h e lp le s s n e s s  th e  sam e w ay. But h o w ev er i t  w as put, it  w as th e  
sing le  unifying s t r a in  of th e i r  p e rs o n a l  v iew  of the  C hriB t and c u ltu re  
p ro b lem .
Am ong a l l  fo u r b lack s  in te rv iew ed , th e re  w e re  e x p re ss io n s  of 
lo s s  of s ta tu s . In  th e i r  v iew , they  w ere  in  the  fo re f ro n t of the  r a c ia l
48 M a rtin  E . P . S e ligm an , " F a ll  in to  H e lp le s sn e ss , " P sy c h o l­
ogy T oday , Vol. I l l  (June, 1973), p. 44,
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s tru g g le . They s in g le -h an d ed ly , in  th e ir  v iew , p o litic iz e d  the  b lack  
com m unity . They le d  the d e m o n s tra tio n s . T hey se rv e d  a s  the 
sp o k e sm e n  fo r  the  b lac k  com m unity  to  th e  w h ite  pow er s tru c tu re .
Now th a t  b lac k s  a r e  in  the m a in s tre a m  p o litic a lly , th e se  m in is te r s  
b e lie v e  th a t they a r e  being  p a s se d  by. B lack  p eop le  who have p ro b ­
le m s  w ith  the  pow er s t ru c tu re  now seek  the he lp  of the b lack  p o litic ian . 
The r e s u l t  is  a  p e rc e iv e d  d ec lin e  in  th e  le a d e rs h ip  ro le  of the b lack  
p re a c h e r  in  the  b lac k  com m unity . H is th eo lo g ica l co m m itm en t to 
b ro th e rh o o d  k eep s  h im  fro m  e n te rin g  in to  the  m o re  v is ib le  and v o ca l 
ra n k s  of b lack  n a tio n a lism . Y et, he  b e lie v e s  th a t young b lac k s  se e  
him  a s  a n  U ncle Tom  and he re g a rd s  th a t a s  u n fa ir . A p ro m in e n t 
b lack  B a p tis t  p re a c h e r  w as a sk e d  if  h e  b e liev e s  th a t p re a c h e rs  w e re  
re g a rd e d  a s  in flu e n tia l. He responded :
To be a s  f ra n k  and cand id  a s  X can , 1 do no t b e liev e  
th a t  a  m in is te r  is  a s  in flu e n tia l a s  he  h a s  b een  in  
y e a r s  gone by . T h ere  a r e  s e v e ra l  fa c to r s  th a t c au se  
m e  to give th is  re a c tio n  and re sp o n se . In  the  N egro  
com m unity , we now have e le c te d  o ffic ia ls  fro m  
v a r io u s  d i s t r ic t s  who in  tu rn  a n sw e r so m e  of the 
n eed s  th a t h e re to fo re  the  m in is te r  had to resp o n d  to.
T oday , b lack  peop le  a r e  r e p re s e n te d  by councilm en  
and  by le g is la to r s .  So th e  ro le  of the  m in is te r  has 
changed . He i s  not anyw here  n e a r  a s  im p o rta n t a s 
h e  u sed  to b e . I  a lso  th ink th e re  h a s  b e en  a  le s s e n ­
ing  of r e s p e c t  fo r  the le a d e rs h ip  of the  m in is te r .
T h e re  a r e  two re a s o n s  fo r  th a t .  F i r s t ,  a  g e n e ra l 
fa llin g  aw ay f ro m  the c h u rc h  a t  a l l  le v e ls - -n a tio n a lly  
an d  lo ca lly  and , second ly , the  m in is te r  h a s n 't  had to 
re sp o n d  to so m any so c ia l n eed s a s  h e  h a s  to today.
T oday, the  m in is te r  is  pu t in  th e  lig h t o f a  p e rs o n  who 
l iv e s  off the  com m unity  w ithou t doing any th ing  fo r  the 
com m unity . And th e re  i s  an  e le m e n t in  th e  b lack  
com m unity  th a t  p re a c h e s  th is  to  the peop le  and  who
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te l ls  them  th a t the  m in is te r s  r e a l ly  d o n 't  do anything 
excep t c o lle c t m oney . No, he  is  not an y w h ere  a s  
in flu e n tia l a s  h e  u sed  to  b e .
Am ong w hite c le rg y m en , th e re  w e re  s im i la r  e x p re ss io n s  of 
h e lp le s s n e s s ,  bu t fo r  d iffe re n t r e a s o n s . A w hite  S ou thern  B a p tis t 
sa id :
Being a  m in is te r  i s  a  v e ry  f ru s tr a t in g  th ing . To te ll  
the  tru th , I  c a n 't  s e e  any r e s u l ts  of m y w o rk . One 
re a so n  I  spend a  lo t  o f tim e  w ritin g  i s  in  th e  hope th a t 
m y m in is try  w ill l iv e  on. But i t ' s  f ru s t r a t in g  to ge t 
a c r o s s  to peop le  th a t  G od 's b u s in e ss  i s  b ig  b u s in e ss .
None of them  a r e  v e ry  d ed ica ted ; they  p u t every th ing  
ahead  of the L o r d 's  w ork . T h e re  a r e  168 h o u rs  in  a  
w eek, we only a sk  fo r  five  h o u rs ;  but they  d o n 't com e.
T hey pu t e v ery th in g  e lse  ah ead  of it.
A no ther S ou thern  B a p tis t pu t i t  th is  way:
The m in is try  h a s  a  lo t  of id en tity  p ro b le m s  th a t i t  
d id n 't  h av e  w hen I  s ta r te d  out. I  d o n 't b e lie v e  th a t 
peop le  re lig io u s ly  have k ep t p a ce  in  g e n e ra l . T h e re  
a r e  a  lo t  of iro n ic  th ings abou t i t .  E ven  peop le  in  
your d isc ip lin e , fo r  in s ta n c e , a r e  v e ry  a v an t g a rd e  
in  som e r e s p e c ts ,  bu t a r e  way beh ind  in  t im e  
re lig io u s ly . I t 's  p e rfe c tly  am az in g  the ex ten t to 
w hich s c ie n t is ts ,  P h .D ’s in  c h e m is try , a r e  n in e ­
teen th  cen tu ry , th eo lo g ica lly . T h a t 's  a lw ay s 
u p se ttin g  to m e.
S e v e ra l of the  o ld e r  w hite  in te rv ie w e e s  had  in  e a r l ie r  y e a r s  
found th e m se lv e s  in  d ifficu lty  w ith  th e i r  co n g reg a tio n s  b ecau se  of 
th e i r  in v o lv em en t w ith the r a c ia l  p ro b le m s  of th e i r  e ra .  Now, fee ling  
som ew hat s c a r r e d  by th a t e x p e rie n c e , th ey  e x p re s s  a  tendency to  
w ith d raw  fro m  so c ia l i s s u e s  in  g e n e ra l and  the  r a c e  is s u e  in  p a r t ic u ­
l a r .  O ther v o ca tio n a l op tions have b e en  c lo sed  to th em  b ecau se  of 
ag e . They have  had  to m ake  w hat p e a c e  they  cou ld  w ith  in s titu tio n a l
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re lig io n , bu t they  l ik e  i t  not a t  a l l .  An exam ple  o f th is  p re d ic a m e n t 
w as a  L u th e ran  m in is te r  who h ad  m a rc h e d  in  S e lm a  and in  Chicago 
and  who had , in  h is  own w o rd s , " r e t r e a te d "  to B aton  Rouge fee lin g  
th a t  not v e ry  m uch  had  been  a c c o m p lish e d  by h is  w ork  and w hat 
p r o g r e s s  had b e en  m ade  in  r a c ia l  re c o n c ilia tio n  w as not to be  a t t r i ­
bu ted  to in s titu tio n a l re lig io n . He continued:
In te rm s  of changing p eo p le  o r  in  seeing  a  new  s p ir i t  
in  the  com m unity  o r  w ith in  a  g roup  of p eo p le , I d o n 't 
b e liev e  th e  ch u rch  does any th ing  a t  a ll  and , fran k ly , 
so m e tim es  I w onder w h e th e r  I h a v en 't w a s ted  m y life .
T h e re  have  been  m any t im e s  in  the  p a s t  w hen I think 
th a t if X h ad  tra in e d  in  any  o th e r  f ie ld  o th e r  than  the 
m in is try  I m ig h t have sh ak en  the  d u st off m y fee t in  
tim e .
The in te rv ie w e e  who s e rv e s  th e  la r g e s t  S o u th e rn  B a p tis t
ch u rch  in  B aton Rouge put h is  fe e lin g s  th is  way:
1 th ink the  th ing  th a t I d is l ik e  is  dealing  w ith  pe tty  
p ro b le m s . . . finding so m any peop le  u p se t ov e r 
in s ig n if ic a n t th ings. T he p r e s s u r e  of d ead lin e s  fo r 
m a te r ia ls  th a t we have to  h av e , som e a d m in is tra t iv e  
re s p o n s ib ili t ie s  lik e  s ta ff  m anaging  I d o n 't  c a re  fo r , 
b u t i t ' s  p a r t  of m y job. And denom inational re s p o n ­
s ib ili t ie s  th a t £ d o n 't c a r e  fo r ,  bu t i t 's  p a r t  o f m y 
w ork , and  I  sim ply  have  to do i t .
A  R om an C atho lic  p r i e s t  w as a sk ed  why h e  thought peop le
le f t  th e  p rie s th o o d . H is re s p o n se  w as:
C e libacy , g e ttin g  m a r r ie d  i s  one re a s o n  1 th ink  lo ts  
of peop le  le a v e , but th a t 's  no t the so le  r e a s o n . I 
th ink  th e re  a r e  p r ie s ts  who leav e  b e ca u se  they  face  
c r i s i s ,  a  genuine fa ith  c r i s i s .  They ju s t  d o n 't  b e liev e  
a l l  th a t s tu ff an y m o re . T hey  ge t so fed  up w ith  the 
M ickey M ouse p a r t  of th e  in s titu tio n a l c h u rc h  and 
they  ju s t  th ro w  in  the  tow el. P e rh a p s  so m e  d o n 't 
g e t the su p p o rt they need . They d o n 't g e t fu lfillm en t
96
o u t  of t h e  p r i e s t h o o d  t h a t  U B e d  t o  b e  i n  y e a r s  b e f o r e .
A t one tim e , w e had  a  s tru c tu re d  life . A guy w as 
o rd a in e d  a  p a r is h  p r ie s t  and  h e  knew  w hat h is  life  
w ould be  fo r  tw enty y e a r s .  U ntil he b e c a m e  a  p a s to r  
h e  took c a r e  of a l ta r  boys and g ir l  sco u ts  and  tha t 
s o r t  of th ing . W ell, th e se  young buckB com ing  out 
r ig h t  now a r e n 't  going to do th a t s o r t  o f th ing . They 
a r e  c o n ce rn ed  m o re  w ith r e a l  is s u e s .  They w an t to 
change th in g s . They have  a  b e t te r  u n d e rs tan d in g  of 
w hat C h r is tia n ity  m ean s today than  m y g e n e ra tio n .
W hen they  get bogged down by the  s t r u c tu r a l  a s p e c ts  
of th e  in s titu tio n a l ch u rch , i t  can  becom e p re t ty  
f ru s tra t in g . And w hen th a t happens and w hen they 
a r e  not ge tting  su p p o rt f ro m  th e ir  p a s to r  o r  b ishop  
o r  f ro m  th e ir  re lig io u s  s u p e r io r , they  ju s t  g e t t i r e d  
of co n fro n ta tio n  and fe e l, "W ell, I d o n 't need  th is  
a n y m o re . "
One of the  P re s b y te r ia n s  in te rv ie w e d  had  a  tendency  to  a lw ays
se e  th in g s in  fin an c ia l te rm s . W hen a sk e d  w hat he  thought c o n trib u te d
m o s t to m en  leav in g  the  m in is try , he responded :
£ can  im ag in e  a  m in is te r  and  h is  w ife com ing in to  a  
sm a ll  com m unity  v e ry  m uch  un d erp a id  to b eg in  w ith.
H e re  he com es w ith r e a l  co n v ic tio n s. He w an ts to 
m ak e  a  b e t te r  w o rld  and h a s  h is  head  cu t off. I 
r e a l ly  d o n 't see  how they  m ake i t  f in an c ia lly .
The U n ita rian  in te rv ie w e d  com m en ted  th a t a l l  jo b s have  bo th
p lu se s  an d  m in u ses . H e saw  the m in u ses  th is  way:
I t  g e ts  p e tty  a t  tim e s  and i t ' s  v e ry  d iffic u lt to m ove 
a  c h u rc h . You c a n 't  o rd e r  people  to do th in g s ; you 
h av e  to a sk  them . And if  they  d o n 't  w an t to do i t ,  
th ey  w o n 't. In  the U n ita r ian  ch u rch , w e d o n 't  have 
the  am m u n itio n  of condem nation  and g u ilt and s in  
and  dam nation . We have to  u se  m o re  m o d ern  
la n g u a g e - -m o ra l  re sp o n s ib ili ty  and  im p ro v in g  the  
q u a lity  of l ife  and  try in g  to gain  so m e  d im e n sio n  in  
l ife  and  th ings lik e  th a t. I t 's  o ften  f ru s tr a t in g  
b e c a u se  U n ita r ian s  a r e  v e ry  in d iv id u a lis tic  and  if  
th ey  d o n 't w ant to do som eth ing , they  ju s t  d o n 't  do 
i t .  They d o n 't show up, they  d o n 't  p a r t ic ip a te ,  they
97
d o n 't  su p p o rt the  c h u rc h  fin an c ia lly  o r  in  te r m s  of 
a c t iv i t ie s .  If can  be  a  r e a l  h ead ach e . The m in is try  
is  w hat you  m ake i t .  E ith e r  you r id e  i t  o r  i t  r id e s  
you. I have  seen  m any m in is te r s  th a t have been  
rid d en  m o s t of th e ir  l iv e s  and end up re s e n tfu l and  
b i t te r  and  som ew hat p a ran o id . 1 have se e n  o th e r  
m in is te r s  who have b een  ab le  to  r id e  i t  and enjoy 
i t  and  no t le t  th ings g e t to th em . A ll peop le  need 
su p p o rt, bu t i t ' s  a  b ig  m is ta k e  fo r  a m in is te r  to 
depend on h is  co n g reg a tio n  fo r  ego s tre n g th . W hat 
they c a n  give you i s  a  v e ry  lim ite d  k ind  of suppo rt.
P eo p le  a r e  h ir in g  m e to be  in te re s te d  in  th e ir  
p ro b le m s and to su p p o rt them . W hat they  can  g ive 
m e is  v e ry  lim ite d . I  find  th a t w hen I a s k  them  fo r  
th a t, th ey  w ill com e a c ro s s  to som e ex ten t; bu t 1 
c a n 't  depend  on them . I 'v e  go t to  have  i t  fro m  
so m ew h ere  e ls e . F o r  m e, i t ' s  m y  fam ily , m y 
loved  o n e s . I s o r t  of fe e l lik e  a  p r ie s t  a t  t im e s  
when I have  d raw n  m y se lf  in to  the  ch u rch  and 
n eg lec ted  m y fam ily  and g iven  every th in g  to  i t  and 
expec ted  to  be  c a r r ie d  by i t  and  m o re  o ften  than 
not I h a v e  been  le f t  em p ty -handed  b e ca u se  the  
people go hom e w h e re  they have  got th e ir  own stu ff.
An A ng lican  p r ie s t  w as a sk ed  why he fe l t  c le rg y m e n  le f t  the
p ro fe s s io n a l w o rk  of the  ch u rch :
A young m an  h as b e e n  th rough  se m in a ry  and com es 
out c h a rg e d  up w ith theo logy  and  d e s ire  and  he  h its  
the w o rld  and peop le . He i s  re a d y  to go, bu t then 
he  ru n s  in to  a  big  p ro b le m  w ith  th e  peop le  who a r e n 't  
re a lly  in te r e s te d  in  w h a t he h a s  to  say . And a f te r  
fighting  th e  b a ttle s  of p e tty  th ings and  peop le  who 
have g r e a t  conv ic tions abou t l i t t le  th ings and  a ll  
th o se  p eo p le  w ith th a t  k ind  of th ing, he  ju s t  say s ,
"W ell, th e  heck  w ith  th a t b u s in e s s . I  am  going to 
go w h e re  I c an  m ake som e m a rk . " He d o e sn 't  fe e l 
a p p re c ia te d , he does not fe e l p a r t ic u la r ly  rew ard e d  
m a te r ia lly , he  fe e ls  he  can  do a  b e t te r  job w ithout 
the  c o l la r .  The t ru th  i s  th a t you can  s e rv e  God ju s t  
a s  w ell w ithout the c o lla r .  The c o lla r  s e ts  you a p a r t  
and m a k e s  you su sp ec t.
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It is  s ig n ifican t to note th a t th is  s e n se  of h e lp le s s n e s s  w as
le s s  p ronounced  am ong th e  R om an C atho lic  c le rg y  an d  ap p a ren tly
a b se n t in  one in te rv ie w e e . A sked  if  he  w ould choose  the  p rie s th o o d
ag ain , h e  rep lied :
Y es, I  w ould. T h e re  a r e  so m e  changes th a t  could  
be  m ade on  a  p e rso n a l life  s ty le  and in  som e w ays 
i t 's  up to  the c h u rc h  and som e w ays i t ' s  up to m y 
p e rso n a l c re a t iv i ty , i. e. , how to d e a l w ith  the  
dem ands m ad e  on a  p e rs o n  in  such  a  la rg e  p a r is h .
It c re a te s  qu ite  a  b it of ten s io n  w hich h as  to be  
d e a lt w ith in  som e way. B ut I  th ink  by and la rg e  
I  am  p le a se d  w ith w hat I am  doing. I d o n 't  th ink  I 
would do o th e rw ise  if  1 w as faced  w ith it.
W hen he w as a sk ed  why he thought c le rg y m e n  le f t the  p rie s th o o d , he
rep lied :
I have known m any p r ie s ts ,  I w ould say  te n  o r  
f if te en  in  m y im m e d ia te  a cq u a in tan ce , th a t have 
le f t  s ince  1 have  b een  o rd a in ed . Som e of th e se  
ju s t  m ade a  m is ta k e  and should  n e v e r  have  been  
o rd a in ed  in  the  f i r s t  p lace . E verybody  can  se e  
th a t excep t th e  B ishop.
' W ith th e  ex cep tio n s no ted , one is  s t i l l  s tru c k  by th e  se n se  of 
d e p re ss io n , a  fee lin g  of h e lp le s s n e s s  in so fa r  a s  th e  c h u rc h 's  c a p a c ­
ity  to e ffec t so c ia l change. I t is  the  un iting  th re a d  in  th e se  i n te r ­
v iew s. We m u st a sk , w hat is  th e  m ean ing  of th is ?  How is  i t  to be  
in te rp re te d  and u n d e rs to o d ?
T h e re  is  in  the  f i r s t  in s ta n c e  a  p sy ch o lo g ica l d im en sio n  to 
the  m in is te r 's  d ile m m a . The d is c u s s io n  of the N ieb u h rian  m odels, 
a s  w e ll a s  the  q u e s tio n s  on the  m in i s te r 's  s ta tu s  and  the  m in is t ry 's  
re w a rd s  and p itfa lls ,  re v e a le d  a n  im p o rta n t p sy ch o so c ia l
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phenom enon, th a t  i s ,  the m in i s t e r ' s  m o de l o r  im ag e  o r  s te reo ty p e .  
I t  m igh t b e s t  b e  ca l le d  h is  p ro fe s s io n a l  iden tity . What does he  
b e lie v e  i s  a sk e d  of h im ?  A nger i s  not c o n s id e re d  to be  an  em otion  
th a t  he  should o rd in a r i ly  fee l .  N or i s  h e  expec ted  to be in te r e s te d  
in  m undane m a t t e r s  like  m oney and s e c u r i ty .  He fee ls  he m u s t  
a lw ays be  " r ig h t"  and th a t  he  should have  so lu tions fo r  a ll  p ro b le m s  
and a n s w e rs  to  a l l  questions . He m u s t  g ive g en erous ly  of h is  t im e , 
e n e rg y ,  love  and  sw eat, b u t  should no t r e a l ly  n eed  m uch  h e lp  f ro m  
o th e r s  in  the  everyday  conduct of h is  a f fa i r s ,  n o r  should h e  r e s e n t  
o r  be  h u r t  by the  lack  of su ch  help . Although he  and  h is  fam ily  live 
in  a  thorough ly  in sp e c ted  "go ldfish  bowl, " they a r e  n e v e r  quite  
a c c ep ted  by o th e r s  a s  uncom p lica ted  f r ie n d s  and  r e m a in  re m o te  and 
iso la te d .
The th e m e  tha t w as c o n s is te n t  th rough  th e se  d isc u ss io n s  is
th a t  the m in i s t e r  i s  re a l ly  not l ike  o th e r  people .
49D r. E d  Knight, a  New O rlea n s  p s y c h ia t r i s t  who h as  done
a  good d e a l  of w o rk  w ith  m in i s t e r s ,  w r i te s :
The s in g le  g r e a te s t  p ro v o ca t io n  of p sy cho log ica l 
i l ln e s s  today  is  a  th re a te n e d  lo s s  of the in n e r  
d e te rm in a n ts  of p sy ch ic  iden ti ty  and a su b m iss iv e  
re l ia n c e  on o u te r  d i r e c t io n  and defin ition  in  deciding 
who we a r e  . . . My m a jo r  th e s is  is  th a t  conflic t
^ D r .  E . Knight, "Som e C om m ents  on the M in is te r 's  
E m o tiona l H ealth , " a d d re s s  to  the 1965 M eeting o f the  G e n e ra l  
A s s e m b ly 's  C om m ittee  on the M in is te r  and  His W ork, M on trea t ,  
N orth  C a ro lin a ,  1965, p. 4.
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of id e n t i ty . is  the m a jo r  i s s u e  in  m e n ta l  h ea lth  
p ro b le m s  of m in i s t e r s .
One m ay re a so n a b ly  a sk  why so m an y  c le rg y m e n  su b m it  to 
such i r r a t i o n a l  e x p ec ta tio n s . A nd the a n s w e r  s e e m s  to be th a t  th is
I
s te re o ty p e  s im p ly  f i l l s  the vacu um  c re a te d  by the  la c k  of any  d e f in i ­
tive , th e o lo g ic a l ly -d e r iv e d ,  g e n e r a l ly - a c c e p te d  v e r s io n  of the 
m i n i s t e r ' s  " t ru e "  iden ti ty .  He h a s  e i th e r  c o n sc io u s ly  o r  u ncon ­
sc io u s ly  c h o sen  a  r o le  fo r  h im s e l f  which, by  i t s  v e r y  n a tu re ,  c a n  
n e v e r  the  co m p le ted  in  a  so c ia l  o r  p sy c h o lo g ic a l  way. His p r o f e s ­
s io n  d e n ie s  h im  the  k ind .o f r o le  v a l id a t io n  th a t  o th e r  p ro f e s s io n a l s  
o r  t r a d e s m e n  ex p ec t  and  re c e iv e .
In  add ition  to the p sy c h o lo g ic a l  a s p e c t .o f  th e s e  find ings , 
th e r e  i s  a ls o  a p o l i t ic a l -p h i lo so p h ic a l  s ide . A rno ld  Toynbee  ho lds  
th a t  b a s ic  p o l i t ic a l  f o r m s  r e c u r  o v e r  and o v e r  in  the  h i s to r y  of the  
w o rld .  In h is  v iew , m o d e rn  c o l le c t iv e  m a n  i s  e n te r in g  into the  
t e r m i t e  s ta te .  T he  ch ie f  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of which is:
T h ey  a ch iev e  w hat they  a c h ie v e  by d is c a rd in g  a s  
f a r  a s  p o s s ib le  the in f in i te  v a r ie ty  of h u m an  n a tu re  
an d  a s s u m in g  an  in f le x ib le  a n im a l  n a tu r e  in s te a d .
T h e re b y , they  have  s e t  t h e i r  fe e t  on the  pa th  of 
r e t r o g r e s s i o n .  B io lo g is ts  te l l  us th a t  a n im a l  
sp e c ie s  w hich have a d ap ted  th e m s e lv e s  too n ice ly  
to  h ighly  s p e c ia l iz e d  e n v iro n m e n ts  a r e  a t  a  d ead  
end and h a v e  no fu tu re  in  the  ev o lu t io n a ry  p r o c e s s .
T h is  i s  e x a c tly  the fa te  of th e  a r r e s t e d  c iv i l iz a t io n s .  
P a r a l l e l s  w ith  such a  f a te  a r e  fu rn is h e d  both by 
th e  im a g in a ry  h u m an  s o c ie t ie s  c a l le d  u to p ias  and  
by  a c tu a l  s o c ie t ie s  a c h ie v e d  by th e  so c ia l  in s e c t s .
If w e  e n te r  in to  the  c o m p a r is o n  w e -sh a ll  find in  
th e  a n t  heap  and the  b e e  h ive , a s  w e ll  a s  in  P l a to ' s  
R epublic  and  in  M r. A ldous H u x ley 's  B ra v e  New
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W o rld , the  s a m e  o u ts tan d in g  f e a t u r e s  a s  w e have  
l e a r n e d  to re c o g n iz e  in  a l l  a r r e s t e d  c iv i l i z a t io n s - -  
c a s t e  and  sp e c ia l iz a t io n .  50
T he q u e s t io n  a r i s e s ,  i s  i t  p o s s ib le  f o r  s o - c a l l e d  c iv i l iz e d ,
en lig h ten ed , p e rh a p s  even  W e s te rn  C h r i s t i a n  m an  to r e g r e s s  in  such
a  fa sh io n ?  T h a t  q u es tio n , in  m y ju d g m e n t ,  c an  on ly  be  r e s o lv e d  in
a n  a c t  of f a i th .  I t  canno t be  a n s w e re d  e m p i r ic a l ly  b e c a u s e ,  a g a in  in
m y  ju d g m e n t,  the  p h eno m eno n  of " c iv i l iz e d  m an "  c a n n o t  b e  g r a s p e d
e m p i r ic a l ly .  T h e r e  a r e  e s s e n t ia l ly  two op tions . M an  is  e i th e r  the
c r e a t i o n  of h i s  e n v iro n m e n t  o r  he  i s  i t s  m a s t e r .  H e can  be  v iew ed
a s  the  p r o d u c t  of h is  b io lo g ic a l  and  h i s t o r i c a l  s u r ro u n d in g s  o r  he
c a n  be  s e e n  a s  one  who h a s  b e e n  g iven  d o m in io n  o v e r  c r e a t io n  and
h i s to r y .  H e lm u t  T h ie l ic k e ,  in  a book e n t i t le d  N ih i l i s m , d e s c r i b e s
the  co n flic t  in  th e s e  two v ie w s  thusly :
L u th e r  sa id , "H e re  I s tand , I can n o t do o th e rw is e .  "
What w e  s e e  h e r e  i s  a m an  who, in  sp i te  of the  
c o m p le te  h e lp l e s s n e s s  of h is  e n t e r p r i s e  an d  the 
o p p o s i t io n  of h is  e n v iro n m e n t  in  the  w orld , i s  
r e s p o n s ib le  only to the t ru th .  He is  the  e x a c t  
o p p o s i te  of the  type  of m an  who cou ld  only be  
c o m p a re d  to a  fo u n ta in  pen: te c h n ic a l ly  a  h igh ly  
q u a l i f ie d  w r i t in g  in s t r u m e n t  b u t  em pty , and  w r i t e s  
equ a lly  w e l l  w ith  b ro w n , r e d  o r  b la c k  ink, d e p e n d ­
ing on w h a t  i s  p u m p ed  in to  i t .  ^
^ A r n o l d  J. T oynbee , A Study of H is to r y , V ol. I (New York: 
O x fo rd  U n iv e rs i ty  P r e s s ,  1946), p . 182; a b r id g e m e n t  of V o lu m es  I 
th ro u g h  VI by D. C. S u m m e rv e l l .
51 H e lm u t  T h ie l ic k e ,  N ih i l i s m , t r a n s .  by Jo h n  W. D o b e r s te in  
(New York: H a r p e r  and  Row, 1951), p . 91.
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O rtego y G asse t  w ro te  in Man and Peop le  of an  analogy 
between m o dern  men and m onkeys. He held  that we could get a  good 
c lue to hum an na tu re  if  we watched these  an im als  in a zoo. If we 
con tem pla ted  that scene , one of the c h a ra c te r i s t ic s  which would 
im m ed ia te ly  come to light is that the l it t le  b e a s t  is constan tly  on the 
a le r t  and perpe tually  uneasy . He is fo re v e r  in ten t on h is  env iron­
m ent and h is  su rround ings . He lives in a never  ending f e a r  of h is 
w orld . ■ It is  h is  environm ent which governs h is  life. It pushes him 
around  like a m arione tte .  He does not ru le  h is  life, but r a th e r  is  
ru led  by his su rround ings .
Now I m ust pause  le s t  I o v e rs t r e s s  the a l te rn a t iv e s  by 
holding them  to be m utually  exclusive. That is  not so. Peop le  a re  
not f r e e  in an ultim ate  sense . T here  a r e  soc ia l, cu ltu ra l  and 
ch rono log ica l lim its  to f reedom . And th e re  a r e  l im ita t ion s  placed 
upon hum an beings by the very  na tu re  of r e a l i ty  i tse lf .  One is  not 
f r e e  to walk through a b r ick  wall, a de te rm in ed  will notwithstanding. 
N e v e r th e le ss ,  one m u s t  finally  choose w hether o r  not m en  a re  bound 
to th is t im e  and cu ltu re  o r  w hether o r  not th e re  is a s e n se  in which 
they a re  f r e e  to re f le c t  on th e ir  cu ltu re  and in the nam e of h igher 
lo y a lt ie s  r e je c t  that found to be inadequate o r  uneth ical and seek to 
change it  and to p re s e rv e  that which is found to be t ru e  in  an u l t i ­
m ate  sen se . Reinhold N iebuhr, in The N atu re  and D estiny  of Men, 
holds tha t i t  is  this capacity  fo r re f lec tion  on h is  cu ltu ra l  m ilieu
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tha t m a rk s  m en a s  hum an be in gs . When a ll  is  sa id  and done, one 
m u s t ,  a s  an  a c t  of fa i th ,  choose  w hether he will v iew  hum an  na tu re  
a s  e s se n t ia l ly  d e te rm in e d  o r  e s se n t ia l ly  f r e e ,  and the consequences  
of th a t  choice  a r e  f a r - r e a c h in g .  If a  m an  is  the p ro d u c t  of h is  en v i­
ro n m en t,  then the t e rm ite  s ta te  b eco m es not only p o ss ib le ,  but, in 
a  techno log ica l ag e , inev itab le . T h e re  i s  no lo n g e r  any such thing 
a s  individual in i t ia t iv e  o r ,  fo r  that m a t te r ,  indiv idual resp o n sib ili ty .  
If, on the o th er  hand, m an is in  co n tro l  of h is  en v iro n m en t and h is  
h is to ry ,  then m yths l ike  the com m on good and co n sc ien ce  and social 
re sp o n s ib i l i ty  a r e  pow erfu l and usefu l too ls  to r e o r d e r  both individual 
and so c ia l  e x is ten ce .
The con c lusion  m u s t  inev itab ly  be  rea ch e d  th a t  the v ast
s e n t im en t  am ong th ose  I in te rv iew ed  is  th a t  they w e re  not in  con tro l
of th e ir  own p ro fe s s io n a l  ro le s  nor  do they b e liev e  tha t they a re
so c ia l ly  s ign if ican t a s  change ag en ts .  Q uite  the c o n tr a ry ,  they feel
d e p re s s e d .  The c a teg o ry  tha t  c o m e s  c lo s e s t  to d e sc r ib in g  them  is
N ih ilism . They fee l  m ea n in g le ss  and lonely . As T h ie licke  w r i te s ,
"An ism  a lw ays e x p re s s e s  the w ill to do som eth ing . N ih ilism ,
how ever, a lw ays e x p re s s e s  a fee ling  that one is  caugh t in  som e- 
52thing. " What he  m ea n s  is  th a t  N ih ilism  i s  not a p ro g ra m ,  but 
a  va lue  ju d g m e n t- - th e  judgm ent that no th ingness p re v a i ls .
52I b i d . , p. 28.
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My evalua tion  o f the  view  th ese  m en  e x p re s s e d  is. tha t it  is 
too p e s s im is t ic .  What I am  try in g  to in d ica te  is  th a t  i t  is the sen sa te ,  
s e c u la r ,  sc ien t if ic  c u l tu re  of the  c o n te m p o ra ry  w e s te rn  w orld  that is  
being  t r ie d  and  found w anting. T h e re  has been  nothing that could 
ra t io n a l ly  be  ca lled  a  C h r is t ia n  c u ltu re  s ince  the  f if teen th  cen tu ry .
T he m o d e rn  w orld  i s  in  a s ta te  of confusion  and change. Confidence 
in  the fu tu re  h a s  d isa p p e a re d .  If C h r is t ia n .v a lu e s  com e  to f i l l  the 
void, the c h u rc h  will r e q u i r e  m e n  who a r e  theologically  m o re  a s tu te  
and  s u re  of th e m se lv e s  than  th o se  to whom I ta lked . Given to fads, 
e a s i ly  typed and th e re fo re  e a s i ly  d isp o se d  of, and lacking  pow er, 
th e se  m in i s t e r s  l in g e r  on the edge of the pow er s t ru c tu re  which they 
b e liev e  they cannot change. They a r e  p e s s im is t i c  and, in m y view, 
n e ed le s s ly  so.
C O
M ichae l Novak, in  D a e d e lu s , l i s t s  h is  re a s o n s  why he  thinks
such c h u rc h m en  a r e  too p e s s im is t i c .  They can  be  su m m a riz e d  
thusly : (1) c o n te m p o ra ry  s e c u la r  thought, p a r t ic u la r ly  in  A m e ric a ,  
c a r r i e s  so g r e a t  a  w eight of C h r is t ia n  convic tion  tha t i t  does not con­
f ro n t  a so p h is t ica ted  C h r is t ia n i ty  so m uch with an  a n t i th e s is  a s  with 
a  sym pathe tic  s tim u lus ;  (2) non the is ts  a p p e a r  to r e t a in  a  profound c o n ­
v ic t io n  co n ce rn in g  the p o s s ib i l i t ie s  of in te l l igence  in  history* a fun­
d a m e n ta l  and hopeful o r ie n ta t io n  tow ard  a  b e t t e r  fu tu re  fo r  m an, a
53M ich ae l  Novak, "C h r is t ian i ty :  Renew ed o r  Slowly A b an ­
doned, " D aedelue  {W inter, 1967), pp. 237-266.
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m a rk e d  capacity  to accep t re sp o n s ib i l i ty  and to a c t ,  a  profound 
r e s p e c t  fo r  the h um an  p e rs o n  and h is  freedom .. T h ese  a r e  s ta r t l in g  
v a lu e s .  T hese  a r e  C h r is t ia n  v a lu es .  Novak, d raw ing  on C h r is to p h e r  
Dawson, ho lds tha t now here i s  the d y nam ism  of w e s te rn  re l ig io n  
m o re  s tr ik in g ly  m an ife s te d  than  in  the in d ire c t  and  unconscious 
in fluences  tha t a r e  e x e rc is e d  on so c ia l  and in te l le c tu a l  m o vem en ts  
w hich a r e  avowedly se cu la r .  Novak quotes A lb e r t  C am u s ' o b s e r v a ­
tion  in  The F a l l : "T ake  ou r  m o ra l  p h i lo so p h e rs ,  fo r  in s tan ce , so
se r io u s  loving th e i r  neighbor and  a l l  the r e s t .  Nothing d is t in g u ish es  
them  fro m  C h r is t ia n s  except th a t  they d o n 't  p re a c h  in  ch u rc h es .
In sum , th e r e  i s  a  v a s t  p e rm e a t io n  of C h r is t ia n  va lues  in to  
the  in te l le c tu a l  m a in  s t r e a m  of w e s te rn  c u l tu re  th a t  m akes m uch of 
th is  p e s s im is m  out of da te . It i s  c o n te m p o ra ry  p ag an ism  th a t  i s  
n e a r  co llap se  and m uch of what i s  going on in  the in te l lec tu a l  scene  
even if not pa ten tly  C h r is t ia n  i s  in fluenced  by C h r is t ia n  ideology and 
could becom e the a l ly  of a  theo log ica lly  in fo rm ed  effo rt  to a l t e r  the 
shape  of A m e r ic a n  in s t i tu t io n s .
54Ib id . ,  p. 265.
C H A P T E R  VI
A R E V IE W  O F TH E L IT E R A T U R E
T he d a ta  g a th e r e d  f r o m  the  in te r v ie w s  h a v e  r e s u l te d  in  th r e e  
b a s ic  g e n e ra l i z a t io n s :  (1) th a t  the  c le r g y m e n  in  B a to n  Rouge b e l ie v e  
th a t  th e  C h u rc h  r e f l e c t s  c u l tu r a l  v a lu e s  r a t h e r  th a n  c r e a t e s  th em ;
(2) th a t  the  C h u rc h  ough t to  b e  ch an g in g  th o se  v a lu e s ,  but i s  p o w e r ­
l e s s  to do so; (3) th a t  th e  d i s ju n c tu r e  b e tw e e n  i t s  d e s c r ip t iv e  and 
p r e s c r i p t i v e  r o l e s  p ro d u c e s  a  p e r s o n a l  v iew  of th e  C h u rc h -c u l tu r a l  
p ro b le m  th a t  i s  b e s t  d e s c r i b e d  a s  p a ra d o x ic a l .
We t u r n  now to a s k  if  t h e s e  g e n e r a l i z a t io n s  have any  v a l id i ty  
beyond  B a ton  Rouge. Do c le r g y m e n  in  o th e r  a r e a s  have  s i m i l a r  o u t ­
lo o k s ;  how w id e s p r e a d  is  the  p h e n o m e n a  th a t  h a s  b e e n  d e s c r ib e d ?
Is  B a to n  Rouge a  m ic r o c o s m  of the C h u r c h - c u l tu r a l  r e la t io n s h ip  
th ro u g h o u t  A m e r i c a ?  An e ffe c t iv e  w ay  f o r  a n s w e r in g  th e s e  q u e s t io n s  
i s  to r e v ie w  the  r e c e n t  l i t e r a t u r e  on  th e  s u b je c t  of c le r g y m e n  a n d  
p o l i t i c s .
P r o f e s s o r s  S ta rk ,  F o s t e r ,  d o c k  and Q u in ley  sought to  u n d e r ­
s ta n d  th e  r e l a t io n s h ip  b e tw e e n  d o c t r in a l  o r th o d o x y  and  f re q u e n c y  of
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p rea ch in g  on so c ia l  i s su e s .  They evaluated  da ta  g a th e red  from  
1, 580 P r o te s ta n t  m in i s te r s  in  C a lifo rn ia .  T.heir a ssu m p tio n  was 
tha t  the C hurch , g iven  i ts  huge m e m b e rsh ip  and p re s u m e d  m o ra l  
a u th o r i ty ,  was a  giant that could be  ro u se d  a s  a po ten t soc ia l  fo rce . 
They w anted to find out if i t  was in  fa c t  functioning in  that way. 
Obviously , i t  d isappo in ted  them  to d isc o v e r  tha t  only th i r ty - fo u r  
p e rc e n t  of those  who respon ded  to th e i r  q u es t io n n a ire  in d ica ted  that 
they e v e r  p rea ch e d  on p o li t ica l  i s s u e s  l ike  school p ra y e r ,  r a c ism ,  
d rug  leg is la t io n , d iv o rce , po rnography , and sexual conduct. Of 
those  who had com m ented  on such i s s u e s ,  only tw en ty -five  p e rc e n t  
had  d e l iv e re d  five o r  m o re  s e rm o n s  on  soc ia l  i s s u e s ,  a l l  of which 
is  to say that the se rm o n s  h e a rd  in C a lifo rn ia  r a r e ly  dea lt  with 
so c ia l  i s s u e s  p e r  se .
In  a n  e f f o r t  to b e  m o r e  s p e c i f i c  a b o u t  th e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e t w e e n  
p r e a c h i n g  o n  s o c i a l  i s s u e s  a n d  o r t h o d o x y ,  the  r e s e a r c h e r s  i d e n t i f i e d  
f o u r  i s s u e s  d o m i n a n t  b e f o r e  th e  p e o p l e  o f  C a l i f o r n i a  in  th e  y e a r s  of 
t h e  s tu d y ,  1 9 6 8 -1 9 6 9 .  T h e  i s s u e s  w e r e  o p e n  h o u s i n g ,  t h e  g r a p e  
s t r i k e ,  t h e  V i e t n a m  w a r  a n d  B i a f r a .  T h e  d o c t r i n a l  i n d e x  th e y  u s e d  
w a s  b a s e d  on  the e x i s t e n c e  of a  p e r s o n a l  God, th e  d iv in i ty  of  J e s u s ,  
l i f e  b e y o n d  d e a t h ,  t h e  l i t e r a l  e x i s t e n c e  of t h e  d e v i l  a n d  th e  n e c e s s i t y  
to b e l i e v e  i n  J e s u s  to  b e  s a v e d .  T h e i r  i n t e n t  w a s  to r e l a t e  i n t e n s i t y
55 Rodney S ta rk  et a l. , W ayward Shepherds: P re ju d ic e  and 
the  P r o te s t a n t  C le rg y  (New York; H a r p e r  and Row, 1970).
of fee ling  on d o c tr in a l  i s s u e s  'w ith  freq u en cy  of p rea ch in g  on soc ia l  
i s s u e s  in  o r d e r  to m ak e  judgm en ts  about a  c o r r e la t io n .  What they 
found w as a s t ro n g  pos itive  re la t io n sh ip  betw een  orthodoxy and 
h e s i ta n cy  to speak out on such  i s s u e s .  The r e v e r s e  w as a lso  t ru e .  
The " m o d e rn is ts ,  11 tha t i s ,  th o se  who w e re  low in  d o c tr in a l  intensity , 
w e re  m o re  vocal on these  i s s u e s .  N in e ty - th re e  p e rc e n t  of the 
m o d e rn is ts  had, a t  one t im e  o r  ano the r ,  r e f e r r e d  to one of the 
specific  i s s u e s .  Only fo r ty -tw o  p e rc e n t  of the t r a d i t io n a l i s t s  had 
done so.
At face  v a lu e , th is  in fo rm a tio n  could u n d e rm in e  any e ffo rt  
to b ro ad en  our g e n e ra l iz a t io n s  about un ifo rm ity . But o th e r  s tud ies  
ind ica te  that th e re  i s  a  high d e g re e  of c o r r e la t io n  be tw een  d o c tr in a l  
s e r io u s n e s s  and w h e re  one i s  in  the  e c c le s ia s t i c a l  s t r u c tu r e .
F a th e r  E dw ard  F. Heenen, a J e su i t  so c io lo g is t  a t  Tulane 
U n iv e rs i ty ,  sought to r e la te  v iew s of so c ia l  change w ith  p osit ions  in  
the  e c c le s ia s t i c a l  s t r u c tu r e .  ^  In h is  study, he found th a t  p a r is h  
c le rg y m e n  p lace  h ig h e r  value  on the  indiv idual and on indiv idual 
ac tiv i ty  w ithin the chu rch . As in  ou r  study, the c h u rc h  is  v iew ed a s  
a  helping agency  to ind iv iduals . T he  m o d e rn is ts  he found to be 
la rg e ly  in  nonparoch ia l  p o s it io n s  w ithin  the c h u rch ,  i. e. , church  
b u r e a u c r a c ie s  o r  cam p us m in i s t r i e s .  H ere , they a r e  i so la te d  f ro m
^ E d w a r d  Heenen, "T he C lergym an: P r i e s t  o r  P o l i t ic ia n ,"  
The C h r is t ia n  M in is t ry , VII, No. 1 (Jan u ary  1, 1971), pp. 18-22.
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TA BLE I
D o c tr in a lism  and Speaking Out on Soc ia l and P o l i t ic a l  I s s u e s
D o c tr in a l  Index
Low High
0 4 T o ta l
N um ber (28) (134) (296) (467) (568) (1,493)
93 80 79 67 42 62
P e r c e n t  who h ave  ever 
ta k e n  a stand f ro m  the 
pu lp it  on som e po lit ica l  
i s s u e
"D uring the p a s t  y ear ,  
how often  did you de liver  
s e rm o n s  which d ea lt  
m ain ly  with c o n tro v e rs ia l  
s o c ia l  o r  p o l i t ic a l  to p ic s ? "
P e r c e n t  who d id  so at
l e a s t  five t im e s  66 40 38 26 10 25
Tt.
P e r c e n t  who n e v e r  did so 0 7 11 18 42 25
"D uring  the p a s t  y ea r ,  
how often did you de liver  
s e rm o n s  which touched 
upon, but did not deal 
m ain ly  with, c o n tro v e rs ia l  
so c ia l  o r  p o l i t ic a l  to p ic s ? "
P e r c e n t  who d id  so at
l e a s t  five t im e s  88 82 78 73 54 68
P e r c e n t  who n e v e r  did so 0 0 1 3 7 4
P e r c e n t  who e v e r  d e liv e red  
a s e rm o n  o r  a  sec tion  of a 
s e rm o n  on:
P ro p o s i t io n  14 95 80 74 65 29 56^
V ietnam  W ar 89 80 75 69 49 65
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TA BLE I--Continued




3 4 Tota l
N um ber (28) (134) (296) (467) (568) (1,493)
P e r c e n t  who gave a s e rm o n  
du ring  the  p rev io u s  y e a r  
which d e a l t  m ain ly  with:
R a c ia l  P ro b le m s 78 66 63 53 25 45
W orld  P o v e r ty 52 41 33 34 18 28
N ationa l P o v e r ty 68 36 25 29 12 22
The U. N. and 
W orld  P e a c e 33 27 30 18 6 16
C ap ita l  P un ich m en t 19 18 10 r 8 4 8
B lack  P o w er 22 18 12 7 3 7
P e r c e n t  who gave s e rm o n  
during  the  p rev io u s  y e a r  
which d e a l t  m ain ly  with:
The Conduct of
P ub lic  O ffic ia ls 15 6 4 5 5 5
B ir th  C on tro l 19 2 5 2 1 3
A b o rtio n  Laws 19 4 3 2 1 2
C r im e  and Ju v en ile  
D elinquency 30 18 18 19 24 20
The Use of D ru g s 26 15 13 13 16 14
A lco ho lism 19 11 13 14 17 14
Sexual Conduct 15 12 15 19 18 16
# B ased  only on  those  m in i s t e r s  s e rv in g  C a lifo rn ia  p a r i s h e s  a t  the 
t im e  of the  P ro p o s i t io n  14 i s s u e .
SOURCE: Rodney S ta rk  e t  a l . , W ayward Shepherds: P re ju d ic e  and




■ D o c tr in a l ism  and the P u rp o s e  of S e rm o n s
















"How im p o r ta n t  do you 
f e e l  i t  i s  to acc o m p lish  
each  of the following 
p u rp o s e s  in  y o u r  
s e r m o n s ? "
P e r c e n t  who thought i t  
v e r y  im p o r ta n t  to "point 
out th e  ex is ten ce  of 
hu m an  s in " 32 24 33 49 77 54
P e r c e n t  who thought i t  
v e ry  im p o r ta n t  to 
" i l lu s t r a te  the type of 
l ife  a  C h r is t ia n  should 
fo llow " 57 63 78 76 89 79
P e r c e n t  who thought i t  
v e ry  im p o r ta n t  to "apply 
C h r i s t ia n  s ta n d a rd s  to 
judge  hum an  in s ti tu t ions  
an d  b e h av io r" 72 75 75 69 73 73
P e r c e n t  who thought it 
v e ry  im p o r ta n t  to p rov ide  
" s p i r i tu a l  uplifting and 
m o r a l  c o m fo r t" 39 55 68 69' 87 74
SOURCE: Rodney S ta rk  £ t  a l . , W ayward Shepherds: P re ju d ic e  and
the P r o te s t a n t  C lergy  (New York: H a rp e r  and Row, 1970),
p. 100.
112
the d if fe ren t  p e rs p e c t iv e  of the la i ty  and  enjoy re la t iv e  autonom y. 
F a th e r  H eenen  o b se rv e d  that they tend to m ee t in  in fo rm a l groups 
not open to p a r i s h  c le rg y .  C hurch  b u re a u c r a t s  b e liev e  tha t  change 
co m es  about chiefly  through c o llec t iv e s  putting p r e s s u r e  on exis ting  
so c ia l  s t r u c tu r e s .  They would hold th a t  the church  ought to function 
in  a  p lu r a l i s t  soc ie ty  l ike  any o rgan iza tio n , i. e. , th rough  lobbying, 
e lec t io n ee r in g ,  d em o n s tra t io n ,  public education , e tc . , in  o rd e r  to 
p roduce  the r e w a rd s  and d ep riv a tio n s  i t  d e s i r e s .  In o th e r  w ords , 
c le rg y m e n  ou tside  the  p a r i s h  be lieve  the church  should a ttack  is su e s  
a t  th e i r  s t r u c tu r a l  o r  in s t i tu t io n a l  b a se ,  while p a r i s h  c le rg y m e n  a r e  
con ce rn ed  with p e r s o n a l  i s s u e s  and a t tac k  them  a t  the lev e l  of the 
individual.
A no ther  study conducted by the N ational Council of C hurches
en tit led  nThe N orth A m e ric a n  In te rc h u rc h  Study" l ikew ise  ind ica tes
th a t  p a r i s h  c le rg y m e n  a r e  la rg e ly  ind iv idua lis t ic  in  th e i r  app roach
to soc ie ty  and i ts  p ro b lem s:
The top s ix  cho ices  fo r  lo ca l  c h u rc h  functions a r e  
th o se  o r ie n te d  to ind iv iduals : winning sou ls  to 
C h r is t ,  p rov id ing  re l ig io u s  in s t ru c t io n ,  p a s to r a l  
s e r v ic e s ,  s a c ra m e n ts  and he lp ing  needy p e r s o n s .
The convic tion  of a  m is s io n  to and  fo r  c o m m u n ity - - 
loca l,  na tional, in te rn a t io n a l - - i s  v e ry  weak. ^7
T aken  a s  a  whole, the  N orth  A m e r ic a n  In te rc h u rc h  Study
done in  1972 s e e m s  to im ply  tha t  la i ty  who want in d iv id u a lis t ica lly
^ A l a n  G ey er ,  "Why C h u rc h ? ,  11 The C h r is t ia n  C e n tu ry , 
LXXXIX, No. 2 ( Ja n u a ry  12, 1972), p. 27.
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o r ie n te d  c h u rc h  a r e  re la t iv e ly  s a t is f ie d  la rg e ly  b ecau se  m o s t  
p a s to r s  m o re  o r  l e s s  c a te r  to tha t  p re fe re n c e .  ^8
As we have  sought to in d ica te ,  th is  em phasis  on the in d iv id ­
ua l am ong p a r i s h  c le rg y m e n  is  not r e a l ly  a  function of theo log ica l  
conviction . T heo log ica lly  speaking, they  a r e  a l l  r e la t iv e ly  c o n s e r ­
v a tiv e . Among p a r i s h  c le rg y m en , t e r m s  l ik e  " l ib e ra l"  and " c o n s e r ­
v a t iv e "  have com e to r e f e r  to w he th er  o r  not one ap p ro a ch e s  the 
ind iv idual th rough  group dy nam ics , s e n s i t iv i ty  t ra in in g , e tc . , o r  
a p p ro a c h e s  the indiv idual w ith a  c la im  of co n v ers io n  to J e s u s  
C h r is t .  In both c a s e s ,  the  focus i s  on the individual. Sam  Keen 
w ro te  in "T he Soft Revolution E x p lo red" :
We now find o u rse lv e s  in  the  m idd le  of two re v o lu ­
tions . One i s  h a rd ,  exp losive  and  po lit ica l.  It is  
con ce rn ed  p r im a r i ly  with the r e d is t r ib u t io n  of 
p o l i t ic a l  pow er and is  co m m itted  to a s tra teg y  of 
d i r e c t  confron ta tion . The o th e r  i s  soft, im p u ls iv e  
and re l ig io u s .  It i s  c o n ce rn ed  p r im a r i ly  with the 
a l t e r a t io n  of c o n sc ie n c e n e ss ,  w ith e ro tic  and 
m y s t ic a l  ex p e rien ce , and  w ith the  r e s a c r i l i z a t io n  
of in t im a te  r e la t io n sh ip s .  ^9
What i s  m o s t  in te re s t in g  in  th is  s ta te m e n t  is  not tha t  we a r e  
in  the  m id s t  of two revo lu tio ns , but th a t  the  t e r m  " re l ig io u s "  is  
r e s e r v e d  fo r  the  so -c a l le d  soft revo lu tion . T hose  c le rg y m e n  and
Eg
C onstan t H. Jacq ue t,  J r . ,  ed. , Y earbook of A m e r ic a n  
C h u rc h es  1972 {Nashville: Abingdon P r e s s ,  1972), pp. 245-256.
^ S a m  Keen, "The Soft R evolu tion  E xplored , " The 
C h r is t ia n  C e n tu ry , LXXXVI, No, 53 (D ecem ber 31, 1969)* pp. 1667- 
1669.
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th o se  c h u rc h e s  th a t  a r e  in vo lv ed  in  the  g ro u p  d y n a m ic s  and  n a v a l  
g a z in g  b u s in e s s  a r e  r e l ig io u s .  P r e s u m a b ly ,  th en ,  t h o s e  c h u rc h e s  
i n t e r e s t e d  in, the  p o l i t i c a l  o r  h a rd  r e v o lu t io n  a r e  no t c o n s id e r e d  to 
b e  r e l ig io u s .  In  o th e r  w o r d s ,  the  r a d i c a l s  of C h r i s t i a n i ty  today  a r e  
no t r a d i c a l  in  t e r m s  of s o c ia l  in v o lv e m e n t ,  but in  t e r m s  of i n t e r ­
p e r s o n a l  a c t iv i t i e s  th a t  s e e k  to d e v e lo p  p e r s o n a l  g ro w th  an d  s e c u r i ty .  
T r a d i t io n a l  o r  r a d ic a l ,  p e r s o n a l  p r o b le m s  o r  p e r s o n a l  s a lv a t io n ,  th e  
e m p h a s is  i s  s t i l l  on th e  n e e d s ,  p r o b le m s  and  g o a ls  o f th e  s o l i ta r y  
b e l i e v e r .
I t  s e e m s  th a t  th ro u g h o u t  the  w o r ld  o f in s t i tu t io n a l  re l ig io n ,  
e x c e p t  i n  th o se  b u r e a u c r a c i e s  r e m o v e d  f r o m - in t e r a c t io n  w ith  the 
l a i ty ,  t h e r e  i s  a  d is e n c h a n tm e n t  w ith  p o l i t i c s  a s  a  m e a n s  of so c ia l  
ch an g e . P e r h a p s  p o l i t i c s  i s  p e rc e iv e d  a s  a n  u n m a n a g e a b le  u n d e r ­
tak ing . P e r h a p s  p o l i t i c s  i s  p e rc e iv e d  a s  b e in g  too c o m p le x ,  the 
s t r u c t u r e s  too in f le x ib le .  R a r e  i s  th e  c le r g y m a n  who v ie w s  i t  a s  
a  m e a n s  of ach iev in g  C h r i s t i a n  en d s . A gain , I th ink  i t  i s  sa fe  to 
po in t  o u t  th a t  th eo logy  no lo n g e r  c a r r i e s  w ith  i t  a  n e c e s s a r y  r e l a ­
t io n  to  s o c ia l  e th ic s .
O th e r  s tu d ie s  s u p p o r t  th is  c o n c lu s io n .  In  t h e i r  book, To 
C o m fo r t  a n d  To C h a l le n g e , 60 C h a r le s  d o c k  and  h is  a s s o c i a t e s  show
^ C h a r l e s  Y. d o c k ,  B e n ja m in  B. R in g e r ,  an d  E a r l  R.
B a b b ie ,  To C o m fo r t  an d  To C h a llen g e  (B e rk e le y ,  C a li fo rn ia :  
U n iv e r s i ty  of C a l i fo rn ia  P r e s s ,  1967).
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th a t  ac t iv e  c h u rc h  m e m b e rs  a r e  la rg e ly  d raw n  f ro m  the  o ld e r ,  
f e m a le ,  s ingle , lo w er  econom ic g roups, i . e . , f ro m  those  w ith  the 
lo w e r  s ta tu s .  F r o m  th is ,  he  th e o r iz e s  tha t  i t  i s  the  c h u rc h 's  p r i ­
m a ry  function  to co m fo r t  d i s t r e s s e d  ind iv iduals . In o th e r  w o rd s ,  
i t s  m is s io n  is  defined  by i t s  constituency .
P e t e r  B e rg e r ,  in  The N o ise  of Solem n A s s e m b l ie s , 
po in ted  to the  re a d in e s s  with which A m e ric a n  C h r is t ia n i ty  se e k s  to 
acc o m m o d a te  i t s e l f  to i ts  c u l tu ra l  se tting . He holds th a t  the  c h u rch  
le g i t im iz e s  the  s ta tu s  quo and p a c i f ie s  the d isenchan ted . T his  ro le ,  
w hich  iB i ts  p r im a r y  function in  m o d e rn  soc ie ty , g row s out of i ts  
deep  invo lvem en t w ith  "the e s ta b l ish m e n t .  " What i s  m is s in g ,  says  
B e r g e r ,  i s  any  p ro p h e t ic  function, i. e . , any  e ffo r t  to shape  soc ie ta l  
s t r u c tu r e s .
T hom as L uckm ann, in  The Inv is ib le  R elig ion , ^2 d e s c r ib e s  
the  im p a c t  s e c u la r iz a t io n  h as  on  the  chu rch . He poin ts  out th a t  the 
e r a  in  w hich r e l ig io n  functioned  a s  the o rgan iz ing  p r in c ip le  f o r  a  
to ta l  w o r ld  v iew  i s  gone. With i t  h a s  p a sse d ,  he  te lle  u s ,  the 
c h u rc h 's  rec o g n ize d  a u th o r i ty  to  p r e s c r ib e  n o rm a tiv e  expec ta tions  
fo r  o th e r  m a jo r  in s t i tu t io n s  in  so c ie ty . The r e s u l t  of th e  f re e in g  of
^^■Peter L. B e r g e r ,  The N oise  of Solem n A s s e m b l ie s : 
C h r i s t ia n  C o m m itm en t and the  R elig ious E s tab l ish m en t  in  A m e ric a  
(G arden  C ity , New York: Doubleday, 1961).
^ T h o m a s  L uckm ann, The Inv is ib le  Relig ion (New York: 
M a cm illa n  C om pany, 1967).
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p o l i t ic s ,  eco n o m ics  and  in te l le c tu a l  in s t i tu t io n s  f r o m  the r e l ig io n 's  
c o n tro l  w e re  twofold. On the one hand , re l ig ion  w as  red u ced  to a  
c o m p a r tm e n ta l iz e d  seg m en t of so c ie ty . I t  b e ca m e  one  in s t i tu t io n  
l ik e  o th e r  in s t i tu t io n s ,  c o n ce rn e d  to m a in ta in  i t s e l f  a s  an  in s t i tu t io n . 
I ts  own su rv iv a l  b e c a m e  i t s  r a i s o n  d 'e t r e .  On the o th e r  hand, the  
lo cu s  of i t s  m is s io n  b e ca m e  the  ind iv idua l. To L uckm ann, the  
c h u rc h  is  a  com m unity  only in  the  s e n se  tha t  i t  r e p r e s e n t s  in d iv id ­
u a ls  who s h a re  a  p r iv a te  w orld  of m eaning . L uckm ann  holds th a t  
f r o n t ie r  in d iv id u a lism  m e rg e d  w ith ind iv idua lis tic  p ie t i sm  in  the 
e a r ly  n ine teen th  c e n tu ry  and  s e t  in  m o tio n  a  view of the  c h u rc h 's  
p r i m a r y  ro le  a s  one of p e r s o n a l  c o n v ers io n .  T his  t r e n d ,  L uckm ann  
con ten d s , h as  con tinued  in  th e  c h u rc h  and  can  be s e e n  in  the  c h u rc h 's  
e m b ra c e  of p sych oana ly tic  th e o ry  and  e x is te n tia l  theology. R e lig ion  
i s  a  p r iv a te ,  ind iv idual, so l i ta ry  m a t t e r .
David R e im e r s ,  in  W hite P r o te s t a n t i s m  and  the N eg ro , 
ho lds  th a t  the  c h u rc h  no t only  fa i led  to  be  p roph e tic  in  re so lv ing  
r a c i a l  p ro b le m s ,  i t  in  f a c t  w as and  con tin ues  to be  p a r t  of the 
p ro b le m  i ts e l f .  T h is  g e n e r a l  c la im  ta k e s  on spec if ic  m ean ing  in  an  
a r t i c l e  in  the  B aton  Rouge M orning  A dvocate  of F e b r u a r y  8, 1972. 
R e p re se n ta t iv e  R ic h a rd  T u rn ley  f ro m  th e  Sco tlandv ille  a r e a  to ld  
B a to n  Rouge m in is te r s :
^ D a v i d  M. R e im e r s ,  W hite P r o te s ta n t i s m  a n d  the N egro  
(New York: O xford  U n iv e rs i ty  P r e s s ,  1965).
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If the c h u rc h  had 'don e  i ts  job i t  (the. J a n u a ry  10,
1972 v io lence  in  B a ton  Rouge) w o iildn 't  have 
happened. The c h u rc h  in  the b lack  com m unity  
h as  b e en  a  lead ing  fo rc e  in  try in g  to b r ing  about 
change (he added) bu t 1 d o n 't  know abou t the  w hite  
c h u rc h e s .  64.
D oc to r  Dupuy A n d e rso n , r e p re s e n t in g  the NAACP, w as
quoted  in  the  sam e  a r t i c l e  a s  saying:
The ch u rch es  have thousands and  thou san ds  of .
G od-fear in g  people  fo r  one hou r  a  w eek , but 
se ld o m  do they h e a r  a  s e rm o n  confron ting  the 
p ro b le m s  of people .
C am pbell  and P e t t ig re w ,  in  C h r is t ia n s  and R acia l C r i s i s ,65 
m ake  e s s e n t ia l ly  the sa m e  o b se rv a t io n s .  The re w a rd  s y s te m  iii the 
p a r i s h  m in i s t r y  com es  f ro m  the c o n g reg a t io n  o r  f ro m  the  e c c l e s i ­
a s t ic a l  b u re a u c ra c y .  And, say  C am pbell  and  P e t t ig re w , such  
r e w a rd s  a s  do com e a r e  b a s e d  on in s t i tu t io n a l  m ain ten ance , i .  e. , 
on the  b a s i s  of a n  in c r e a s e  in  p a r t ic ip a t io n  and f in an c es .
Kovall, B ell  and M ills  rec en t ly  co m p le ted  a  study en ti t led  
Role S t r e s s  Among U. S. C le rg y : C atholic  and  P r o t e s t a n t . 66 F iv e  
thousand  m in is te r s  of tw en ty -o n e  P r o te s t a n t  denom inations and  
th r e e  thousand  p r i e s t s  w e re  c o v e re d  in  the  study. The study showed 
th a t  lo n e l in e s s  i s  the ch ie f  c a u s e  of s t r e s s  am ong p r i e s t s ,  w hile
^ B a t o n  Rouge M orning  A dvoca te , F e b r u a r y  8, 1972.
65 E r n e s t  Q. C am pbell ,  C h r is t ia n s  and  R ac ia l  C r is i s :  Study 
of L it t le  R o ck 's  M in is try  (W ashington: P u b lic  A ffa irs  P r e s s ,  1959).
6 6 'tp ro b ie m s  of C le rg y  a r e  Studied, " B aton  Rouge S ta te  
T im e s ,  Ju ly  10, 1971, p. 2.
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inadequate  co m p en sa tio n  and a  s e n s e  of p u rp o s e le s s n e s s  a r e  the 
p r i m a r y  d is tu rb in g  fa c to r s  of P r o te s t a n t s .  The study  showed that 
e ight out of te n  P r o te s t a n t s  a r e  c o n s id e r in g  leav ing  the  m in is t ry  
la rg e ly  b e c a u se  they  fe e l  in e ffec tiv e  and u n d e rco m p en sa ted ,  w hile  
only one in  ten  R om an  C atho lics  have  s im i la r  fee l in g s .  Both g roups 
e x p re s s e d  the  fee ling  th a t  they  a r e  r e q u i r e d  to devote  l a r g e  am o un ts  
of t im e  to the  ta sk s  they enjoy the  l e a s t ,  i. e . , in s t i tu t io n a l  m a in te ­
n an ce  func tions . They a lso  e x p re s s e d  a n  iden tity  c r i s i s  growing out 
of s t ru g g le s  w ith  la y m e n  o v e r  b e l ie f  and  p u rp o se  in  the  ch u rch . 
P r i e s t s  w e re  e sp e c ia l ly  f r u s t r a t e d  o v e r  a n  in ab il i ty  to m a r r y ,  w hile  
tw en ty -fo u r  p e rc e n t  of the  P r o te s t a n t s  f e l t  the  m in i s t r y  put undue 
s t r a i n  on fa m ily  l ife . In te re s t in g ly  enough, the  d e g re e  of s t r e s s  
c a u se d  by a l l  of th e s e  f a c to r s  had  no p o s i t iv e  c o r r e l a t io n  to o r th o ­
doxy am ong e i th e r  P r o te s t a n t s  o r  C a th o l ic s .
We r e tu r n  to the  q u es tio n ,,  i s  B a ton  Rouge a  m ic ro c o s m  of 
the  c h u rc h  c u l tu ra l  p ro b le m ?  The find ings in  o th e r  a r e a s  by 
r e s e a r c h e r s  in  o th e r  f ie ld s  lend  c re d ib i l i ty  to the  findings of th is  
study: (1) The c h u rc h  r e f le c t s  v a lu e s  c o -o p te d  f ro m  i t s  c u l tu ra l  
m il ie u .  (2) T he  c h u rc h  is  p e rc e iv e d  a s  hav ing  re s p o n s ib i l i ty  fo r  
changing  v a lu e s ,  bu t  does not do so . (3) T he  d ichotom y p ro d u ced  in
i t s  n o rm a t iv e  and  d e s c r ip t iv e  r o le s  p ro d u c e s  a  p e r s o n a l  v iew  of
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th e  s i tu a t io n  w hich  c an  only be  d e s c r ib e d  aB p a ra d o x ic a l .  O ther  
l e s s  s ign ifican t f ind ings a lso  find  c o r re la t io n :  th e  d if fe re n c e s  no ted
betw een  P ro te s ta n ts  and  C atho lics ;  the p ro b lem s of f in anc ia l  r e m u ­
n e ra t io n  fo r  P ro te s ta n t s  and ce libacy  fo r  C atholics; the c h u rc h ’s 
re t i c e n c e  in  dealing  with so c ia l  p ro b le m s;  the em phasis  on the 
ind iv idua l and  the re je c t io n  of an  in s t i tu t io n a l  ro le ;  the  n e c e ss i ty  
of spending m uch tim e  on sm a ll  m a t te r s ;  the  defin ition  of l ib e ra l  
and c o n se rv a t iv e  on the b a s i s  of psycho log ica l m ethodology r a th e r  
th an  so c ia l  change m ethodology; the a b se n c e  of theology as  a  b a s is  
of choosing  a m ethodology; and the lack  of re l ian ce  on the  se rm o n  
a s  a  m ean s  of affecting so c ia l  change.
C H A PT ER  VII
CONCLUSION
S e v e ra l  q uestions  re m a in .  W here, f o r  exam ple , a r e  the  two 
o th e r  m odels  N iebuhr d e s c r ib e s ?  A ssu m ing  a theo log ica l o r  b ib lica l  
b a s e  to the  C h r i s t - c u l tu re  view of th ings , we m igh t expect a t  l e a s t  a 
longing  fo r  the C h r i s t  above c u l tu re  a r r a n g e m e n t .  One th inks  of the 
p h r a s e  in  the  L o r d 's  P r a y e r ,  "thy kingdom  com e on e a r th  a s  i t  i s  in  
heaven . " But th is  m o tif  w as not r e g a r d e d  a s  e i th e r  p o ss ib le  o r ,  as  
f a r  a s  I could te l l ,  v e ry  d e s i r a b le .  Any kind of dom inance  by the 
c h u rc h  is  not v iew ed  a s  a n  im p ro v e m e n t  fo r  the  re a s o n  th a t  the 
c h u rc h  only r e f l e c t s  w hat i t  s e e s  and  h e a r s  f ro m  i ts  m ilieu . If the 
c h u rc h  w as dom inan t, nothing v e ry  m uch would be changed.
The o th e r  m odel m is s in g  w a s  the C h r i s t  v e r s u s  c u l tu re  m otif. 
Two m in i s t e r s  b e liev e  th a t  they s e e  the beg inn ings of th is  in  the so -  
c a l le d  " J e s u s  m ovem en t. " An exam in a tion  of th a t  m ov em en t is  
beyond  ou r  scope , but I  think it  i s  a c c u ra te  to o b se rv e  th a t  m o s t  such 
g ro u p s  that seek  to e scap e  en tan g lem en t w ith so c ie ty  a r e  b a s e d  le s s  
on an  a r t ic u la te d  ideology than  they  a r e  on the  in fluence  of a
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c h a r i s m a t i c  le a d e r .  In any c a s e ,  the  m en  I ta lk ed  to did not r e g a r d  
th is  a s  a  w o rk ab le  m odel fo r  the  c h u rc h -c u l tu re  p ro b lem .
The m o s t  s ig n if ican t  i s s u e  to be  re s o lv e d  is  the sh ift  in  
m ethodo logy  fo r  so c ia l  change am ong  c le rg y m e n  f ro m  the e a r ly  
s ix t ie s  to th a t  of the e a r ly  se v e n t ie s .  When e ffo r ts  w e re  m ad e  to 
c lo s e  public  educa tion  in  .Louisiana r a th e r  than  in te g ra te  the  school 
s y s te m ,  i t  w as a  g roup  of Baton Rouge c le rg y m e n  who signed and 
p u b lish ed  an  "A ff irm a tio n  of B as ic  R elig ious P r in c ip le s .  " They 
a t ta c k e d  the e ffo r ts  to c lo se  public  education  on re l ig io u s  grounds. 
T hey  did not h e s i ta te  to u se  n o rm a t iv e  theo log ica l  language to 
p e r s u a d e  c i t iz e n s  of the c i ty  tha t public  education  in  p a r t i c u la r  and 
r a c i s m  in g e n e ra l  w e re  m o ra l ,  re l ig io u s  i s s u e s .  (See Appendix 
I I I . ) A fte r  th is  s ta te m e n t ,  a  P r e s b y te r i a n  m in i s t e r  speaking  to a 
c iv ic  c lub  cha llenged  the  b u s in e s s  com m unity  to speak  out. The 
r e s u l t  w as th a t  the then  head  of H um ble Refining in  Baton Rouge 
g a th e re d  the  b u s in e s s  com m unity  to g e th e r  and they is s u e d  an  a d d i­
t io n a l  s ta te m e n t  condem ning the p ro p o sa l  to c lo s e  public  education. 
In  o th e r  w o rd s ,  the w il l in g n e ss  of m in i s t e r s  to speak  out in  n o rm a ­
t iv e  t e r m s  on th is  i s s u e  w as a s t im u lu s  to o th e r  g ro u p s  to take 
s i m i l a r  p o s i t io n s ,  w ith the r e s u l t  th a t  the schoo ls  w e re  not c lo sed . 
A s  h a s  b e e n  o b se rv ed ,  m any of th o se  c le rg y m e n  who signed th is  
" A ff i rm a t io n  of B a s ic  R elig ious P r in c ip le s "  w e re  su b jec ted  to 
h a r a s s m e n t  f ro m  th e i r  own c o n g reg a t io n  and the  public  in g e n e ra l .
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Many subsequen tly  le f t  the co m m unity  and s e v e r a l  le f t  the m in is t ry  
a l to g e th e r .  The v e ry  fac t  th a t  they  enco u n te red  d ifficu lty  ind ica te s  
th a t  they  w e re  p e rc e iv e d  a s  so c ia l ly  s ign if ican t, a s  p o l i t ic a l ly  
in f luen tia l.  D e c is io n  m a k e r s  in  h igh p la c e s  do not b o th e r  to h a r a s s  
th o se  who a r e  r e g a rd e d  a s  unab le  to in fluence  .public op in ion  and, 
th e re fo re ,  public d e c is io n s .  What c le rg y m e n  sa id  in  B a ton  Rouge 
in  1961 in  the m id s t  of a  r a c i a l  c r i s i s  did m ake  a d if fe ren c e .  And 
y e t  ten  y e a r s  l a t e r ,  in  a s im i la r  s itua tion , they  ch o se  to o p e ra te  
f ro m  behind the sc en e s  and r e j e c te d  any e ffo r ts  a t  i s su in g  public 
s ta te m e n ts  b a sed  on n o rm a tiv e  ideology. T h e ir  e n t i re  e f fo r t  was 
d i r e c te d  a t  getting  the  b u s in e s s  com m unity  to tak e  the l e a d e r s h ip  in  
th is  i s s u e .  T h e ir  re a so n in g  w as  th a t  a  public  s ta te m e n t  f ro m  the 
c le rg y  would s im p ly  be  in e ffec t iv e . Now the q u es tio n  m u s t  be 
a sk ed , w hat happened  in  the  in te rv en in g  y e a r s  to change  th e i r  
m ethod  of effecting so c ia l  change  in  the com m unity?
It  i s  n e c e s s a r y  a t  th is  po in t th a t  we r e c a l l  what h a s  b een  
le a rn e d  about the c h u rc h - c u l tu r e  p ro b le m  in  o u r  study. T he church , 
i f  those  we have  in te rv ie w e d  a r e  c o r r e c t ,  s im p ly  m i r r o r s  w hat is  
going on  in  i ts  c u l tu ra l  m il ieu .  T he e r a  of th e  19bOfs w as an  ebu l­
l ie n t ,  o p t im is t ic  t im e  in  A m e r ic a n  h is to ry .  Nothing, inc lu d ing  the 
m oon, s e e m e d  beyond the  r e a c h  of o u r  na tiona l d e s i r e  and capab ili ty . 
T he keynote  fo r  th o se  days  w as  s e t  in  P r e s id e n t  K ennedy 's  o ft-quoted  
p h ra s e ,  "A sk not w hat y o u r  co u n try  can  do f o r  you, but w hat you can
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do fo r  your co u n try . n With the Kennedy p re s id e n c y , th e re  w as a  
n a tio n a l  a d m in is t r a t io n  w ith  a m o ra l  an d  p o lit ica l  c o m m itm e n t  to  the 
C iv il R ights M ovem ent and  the b lac k -w h ite  n e m is is  in  the A m e r ic a n  
p o l i t ic a l  t r a d i t io n  w as w idely  re g a rd e d  a s  nea r in g  solution. In 1962, 
M a r t in  L u th e r  King led  the  fam ous M a rc h  fo r  Jo b s  and F re e d o m  and 
concluded  i t  w ith  the  "I have  a d r e a m "  speech . T he A lliance  fo r  
P r o g r e s s  w as going to r e s o lv e  the th o rn y  i s s u e s  of L a t in -A m e r ic a n  
re la t io n s h ip s  and, a s  we have  o b se rv e d ,  we w e re  to go to the m oon 
w ith in  the  decade .
In re l ig io u s  c i r c l e s ,  the sam e  o p tim ism  and  a c t iv ism  w as  
a lso  p re s e n t .  C le rg y m en  in  la rg e  n u m b e rs  m a rc h e d  fro m  
M ontgom ery  to S e lm a  in  M arch  of 1965. Many w e re  with Dr. King 
in  W ashington. In  M ilw aukee and o th e r  p lac es ,  F a t h e r  G roppi w as 
cham pioning  the  c au se  of the  poor and  the  b lack. In many s ta te m e n ts ,  
and  in  m any m a r c h e s ,  the  c le rg y  w e re  inev itab ly  p re s e n t .  They 
w e re  in  th e ir  heyday  of so c ia l  invo lvem ent. R a re  w as  the M ainline  
P r o te s t a n t  denom ination  {i. e. , m e m b e r  of the N ational Council of 
C hurches)  tha t d id  not co n tr ib u te  m o n ie s  d ire c t ly  to the  Civil R ights 
c a u se .
In s ti tu t io n a lly ,  the c h u rc h  a lso  r e f le c te d  th e  sam e  o p tim ism . 
T he C onsu lta t io n  on C hu rch  Union con tem p la ted  m e rg in g  the l a r g e s t  
of the  P r o te s t a n t  denom inations  (excep t the S ou thern  B aptis t) .
V a t ic a n  II even had  som e c h u rc h m en  speaking  of even tua l re u n io n  of
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a l l  of C h r is ten d o m . A s in  A m e r ic a n  c u l tu re  a t  l a rg e ,  nothing 
s e e m e d  beyond the  g ra s p  of those  w ith  zea l,  d e te rm in a t io n  and fa ith .
E ven the  a s s a s s in a t io n  of P r e s id e n t  Kennedy did n o t  take a l l  
of th e  im pe tu s  out of the  c o u n try 's  r e f o r m  mood. The C iv il  Rights 
ActB of 1964 and 1965 sym bolized  the  m o s t  f a r  rea ch in g  a t ta c k  on 
r a c i a l  d is c r im in a t io n  s in ce  R eco n s tru c tio n .  The W ar on P o v e r ty  
w a s  launched  w ith  m uch  fan fa re  and  c h u rc h e s  re sp o n d ed  by  joining 
in  th a t  g r e a t  c ru s a d e .  As the c o u n try  d isc o v e re d  u rb an  b ligh t, so 
in s t i tu t io n a l  r e l ig io n  d isc o v e re d  in n e rc i ty  m in i s t r i e s .
The po in t I seek  to m ake is  th a t  the A m e r ic a n  m ood of the 
1 9 6 0 ' s  was o p t im is t ic  and a c t iv is t ic .  C le rg y m en  in Baton Rouge, 
L o u is ia n a ,  r e f le c te d  th a t  mood and s ign ed  a docum en t appea ling  to 
j u s t i c e ,  b ro th e rh o o d  and equality  b e c a u s e  such n o rm a t iv e  ap pea ls  
w e r e  com m onp lace  in  th a t  e r a  and th e r e f o re  they  had  r e a s o n  to 
e x p e c t  tha t they would a ffe c t  change, which in  f a c t  they did! But the 
m ethodology  c h o sen  to a ffec t  tha t change  m i r r o r s  the  g e n e r a l  tenor 
of A m e r ic a n  so c ie ty  a t  th a t  p a r t i c u la r  m om ent.
By the s a m e  token, the m ood of the  e a r ly  se v en tie s  w as 
m a r k e d ly  d if fe ren t .  The F r e e  Speech  M ovem ent in  B e rk e le y  in 1964 
w as  th e  beginning of w id e sp re a d  c am p u s  u n re s t  w hich  b e c a m e  m ore  
d i s r u p t iv e  a s  o u r  in vo lvem en t in  V ie tn am  g rew  d e e p e r .  T he Watts 
r i o t  o f 1965 s t a r te d  a  s e r i e s  of o u tb re a k s  that s p re a d  to n e a r ly  200 
A m e r ic a n  c i t ie s ,  w ith the w o rs t  r i o t s  com ing in  N ew ark , D e tro i t ,
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C leve land  and W ashington. A ll the w hile , the  w a r  in ten s if ied  the 
deepening  sp l i t s  in  A m e ric a n  soc ie ty . T h e re  w as a  m a rc h  on the 
P en tag o n  in  1968 and l a r g e  n u m b e rs  of a n t i - w a r  d e m o n s tra t io n s  
th roughout the coun try . The d is in te g ra t io n  of n a tio n a l  o p tim ism  w as 
v i r tu a l ly  co m p le ted  by the a s s a s s in a t io n s  of M a r t in  L u th e r  King and 
R o b e r t  Kennedy. P e rh a p s  the  cap s ton e  of the  A m e r ic a n  r e t r e a t  
in to  d e sp a i r  w as  m a rk e d  by the D e m o cra t ic  N ational Convention in  
C hicago in A ugust of 1968. F le tc h e r  Knebel d e s c r ib e d  the mood of 
A m e r ic a  in N o v em b er of 1969 th is  way in  an  a r t i c l e  in  Look m a g a -  
z ine .
P eop le  a r e  m o re  d is tu rb e d ,  anxious and a p p re h en s iv e  
than a t  any  t im e  in  m y m e m o ry ,  which e m b r a c e s  the 
c ru e l  y e a r s  of the G re a t  D e p re s s io n .  Unlike the  
d e p re s s io n  e r a  w hen A m e r ic a n  c o n c e rn s  c e n te re d  on 
pu re ly  econom ic  i te m s ,  to d ay 's  d i s t r e s s  flow s f ro m  
a s c o re  o f so u rc e s :  the  w a r  in  V ie t  Nam , in fla tion , 
c r im e ,  the re b e l l io n  of the young, the  w e lfa re  m e s s ,  
the  m ec h an iza t io n  and  d e p e rso n a l iz a t io n  of soc ie ty , 
r io ts ,  the  a s s a u l t  on a lm o s t  e v e ry  in s t i tu t io n  f ro m  
the R om an C atholic  C h u rch  to the A m e r ic a n  M edical 
A sso c ia t io n ,  the  p r o l i f e r a t io n  of d ru g s ,  the  l ightening  
changes of a t t i tu d e s  to w ard  sex , fam ily ,  c h u rc h ,  
schoo ls  and  a u th o r i ty ,  the  sq u a lo r  an d  in f i rm i ty  of the 
big c i t i e s ,  the  c la m o r  of the b la c k s  f o r  ro o m  a t  the 
top a n d /o r  revo lu tion , the grow ing r e a l iz a t io n  th a t  the 
b ra v e  new A m e r ic a n  e m p ire  m u s t  r e t r e n c h  and  cu rb  
i t s  m is s io n a r y  p a s s io n  to r e m a k e  the  w orld  in  i t s  own 
im ag e , the  im m e n se ,  le th a l  fo rc e  an d  in fluence  of the 
U. S. m i l i t a r y  m ach ine , the  fouling of the a tm o sp h e re ,  
w a te rs  a n d  so il ,  the la c k  of knightly  l e a d e r s  who sum m on 
th e i r  c o u n try m e n  to q u e s ts  fo r  the  Holy G ra il ,  a  new 
fee ling  th a t  th e r e  a r e  no Holy G ra i l s ,  the  d e c l in e  and 
fa l l  of c ra f t s m a n s h ip  and  the  e n th ro n e m e n t  of the  shoddy, 
the h o r r o r s  of a to m ic ,  gas  and g e rm  w a r f a r e  p r e p a r a ­
tions , the  a l l ie d  deep ly  se n se d  f e a r  th a t  c iv i l iz a t io n  
can  end a t  any  m om en t and  above a l l  th e  annoying
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su sp ic io n  th a t m o d e rn  so c ie ty  is  a  h o s ti le , c a p ric io u s  
fo rc e  th a t c an  only be en d u red  by seek ing  re fuge  in  
the  sm u g g a rie s  of fam ily  and  the se lf . ° '
W hat th is  su g g e s ts  is  th a t the  c le rg y m e n  I in te rv ie w e d  have 
r e t r e a te d  f ro m  n o rm a tiv e  th eo lo g ica l ideo logy  and have  d e s p a ire d  a t  
th e  p o lit ic a l  p r o c e s s  a s  a  m eans of a ffec tin g  change b e c a u se  the c u l­
tu r e  they  r e f le c t  h as  done lik e w ise . The m e s sa g e  the  c h u rc h  ch o o ses 
to speak  and the  m an n e r in  w hich i t  couches i t s  m e s sa g e  a r e  both 
c u ltu ra lly  d e riv e d .
One f in a l is s u e  re m a in s , w hat is  the fu tu re  of the  C h r is t -  
c u ltu re  p ro b le m ?  T h is  ad m itte d ly  m oves us to the  r e a lm  of p e rso n a l 
opin ion . In th e  f i r s t  p la c e , I do no t th ink  th a t the va lue  f r e e  d i s ­
c o u rs e  in  so c ia l sc ie n c e  w hich  h as  b e en  vo g u ish  in  the  l a s t  few  
d e ca d es  is  any lo n g e r  ten ab le . T he re a s o n  i t  is  not ten ab le  i s  th a t 
such  d is c o u rs e  only a sk s  "how " and not "why. " It is  in te r e s te d  in  
techn ique , no t v a lu e s . It is  co n ce rn e d  w ith  m ean s r a th e r  than  ends. 
A s the  New L eft h as v o ca lly  taugh t u s , such  d isc u s s io n s  no lo n g e r 
g e t a t  th e  c r i s i s  in  c o n te m p o ra ry  A m e ric a n  c u ltu re . The im m e n s ity  
of o u r technology  m ean s th a t we c an  no lo n g e r  e scap e  is s u e s  of 
v a lu e s . The q u estio n  b e fo re  b io lo g is ts , p sy c h o lo g is ts , p h y s ic is ts ,  
p o lit ic a l  s c ie n t is ts  is  no lo n g e r, c an  we do som eth ing , bu t should  we 
do i t .  And having  ig n o re d  q u estio n s  of v a lu e  fo r  som e y e a r s  now,
John  C. L iv in g sto n  and R o b e rt G. T hom pson, The C onsen t 
of the  G o verned  (New Y ork: M a cm illan  C om pany, 1971), p . 2.
th e re  is  v e ry  l i t t le  a v a ila b le  g u id an ce . In o th e r  w o rd s , w e have 
m oved in  A m e ric a  f ro m  John D e w e y 's  p ra g m a tic  so c ia l p lanning  to 
A r is to t le 's  q uestion  of ends. T he is s u e s  in  o u r c u ltu re  go f a r  d e e p e r  
th an  w hich  p a rty  sh a ll do the s o c ia l en g in ee rin g . They a r e  qu estio n s 
lik e  th e se : W hat c o n s titu te s  l ib e r ty ?  What ends m ake fo rc e  le g i t i ­
m a te ?  W hat is  p o lit ic a l  o b lig a tio n  and  p o lit ic a l  a cc o u n ta b ility ?  What 
c o n s titu te s  a  r a t io n a l-m o ra l  d is tr ib u tio n  of r e s o u r c e s ?  Such a r e  the 
i s s u e s  w e fac e . The v a s t  d iv e rg e n c ie s  be tw een  A m e r ic a 's  p o litic a l 
p ro m is e  and  h e r  p o lit ic a l p e rfo rm a n c e  have c re a te d  a c u ltu re -w id e  
c re d ib il i ty  gap. We s e e  i t  in  the p o lit ic s  of c o n fro n ta tio n . We se e  i t  
in  the ch a llen g e  to  co n s titu ted  a u th o r ity . We se e  i t  in th e  unending 
c iv il  r ig h ts  c r i s i s .  We see  i t  in  th e  p o litic s  of m a ss  so c ie ty . We 
se e  i t  in  the  ch a llen g e  to p lu ra l is m . We see  i t  in  the ex ec u tiv e -  
le g is la t iv e  co n s titu tio n a l c r i s i s .  A nd we se e  i t  in  the i s s u e  that 
u n d e rlin e s  a l l  of th e s e - - th a t  of p o l i t ic a l  le g itim a c y . Such is s u e s  
fo rc e  us to eva lua te  once again  the  foundation  of A m e ric a n  soc ie ty .
We a r e  con fron ted  w ith  nothing le s s  than  q u e s tio n s  of b a s ic  hum an 
v a lu e s .
A s a b e lie v e r , I  v e ry  m uch  w ished  th a t m y r e s e a r c h  would 
le a d  m e to the co n c lu sio n  tha t in s t itu tio n a l  re l ig io n  can  co n tr ib u te  
to th is  in ev itab le  d is c u s s io n  of v a lu e  in  A m e ric a n  c u ltu re . U nhap­
p ily , i t  do es not do so . In s titu tio n a l re lig io n , a s  I o b se rv e d  i t ,  does 
no t co m p reh en d  the  n a tu re  of the  p ro b le m , n o r i s  i t  in te lle c tu a lly
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p re p a re d  to d e a l w ith  i t .  I ts  c o n c e rn s  a r e  la rg e ly  ind iv idua lly  
o r ie n te d  o r  if they  involve so c ia l i s s u e s ,  such i s s u e s  a r e  o ften  qu ite  
t r iv ia l .  I g a th e r  th a t in s titu tio n a l re l ig io n  h as a t t r a c te d  la rg e  
n u m b ers  of c h ro n ic a lly  dependen t p eop le  and th a t th e se  peop le  s e t  
the  tone fo r  i ts  p ro g ra m s . H ow ever, th a t is  no t to  say  th a t th e  
C h r is tia n  tra d i tio n  h as no co n tr ib u tio n  to m ake to  such  d is c u s s io n s  
of va lu e . Q uestions of v a lu e s , of ends, a r e  th eo lo g ica l q u e s tio n s . 
M oses, J e s u s ,  P a u l have c o n trib u tio n s  to m ake to  any d is c u s s io n  of 
v a lu e s . T hose  who s tru g g le  fo r som e v is io n  of hum an  so c ie ty  have 
m uch  to le a r n  fro m  A ugustine , A quinas, L u th e r, C alv in  and  o th e rs .
M ichae l Novak is  fond of po in ting  out th a t D o s to e v sk i 's  f e a r  
th a t a th e ism  w ould r e s u l t  in  m o ra l n ih ilism  has no t com e tru e . He 
w r i te s ,  "In A m e ric a , a th e is ts  r e ta in  the  ch ief m o ra l  im p e ra tiv e s  of 
Ju d a ism  and C h ris tia n ity . They so m e tim es  beco m e  the m o st s e r io u s  
and  im a g in a tiv e  le a d e r s  in  a tte m p ts  to  re a l iz e  th e s e  v a lu es  in  so c ie ty . 
Ju d a ism  and C h ris tia n ity  have su c ce ed e d  so w ell in  com m ending  
b a s ic  hum an  v a lu e s  th a t p e rh a p s  c h u rc h e s  a r e  no lo n g e r n e c e s s a r y . ,p^
P e rh a p s , n o n e th e le ss , I g a th e r  tha t the  a r e n a  fo r  the  d is c u s ­
s io n s  on v a lu e s  w ill not be in  o rd in a ry  e c c le s ia s t ic a l  s t r u c tu r e s ,  but 
I a lso  b e liev e  th a t the  C h r is t ia n  t ra d i tio n  has m uch  to  c o n tr ib u te  to
M ichae l Novak, "T he  S e c u la r  Saint, " in  T ow ard  A New 
P u b lic  P o lic y , ed. by H aro ld  E. Q uin ley  (Santa B a rb a ra ,  C a lifo rn ia : 
C e n te r  fo r  the  Study of D e m o cra tic  In s titu tio n s , 1971), pp. 89 -90 .
su ch  d is c u s s io n s  w h e re v e r  they  tak e  p lace  and w hoever p a r t ic ip a te s .  
T h o se  who choose  to be co m m itted  to p e rs o n a l  in te g r ity , hum an  
b ro th e rh o o d , ju s t ic e , p e a c e  and  o p en n ess  to  the  fu tu re  w ill le a rn  
m uch  f ro m  th a t Ju d e o -C h r is t ia n  v iew  of th ings .
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P a s to r :  Rev. Rom  D. S u m ra ll
A sst: Rev. C u r t is  B ea ird
P a s to r :  Rev. K elly  F itz g e ra ld
P a s to r :  Rev. C. M ilfo rd  W alte rs  
M usic & Youth: R ev. Don Johnson
P a s to r :  Rev. T hom as C. A dam s 
Youth: Rev. A. J . B urns
P a s to r :  Rev. J .  G arlan d  M cKee 
E ducation : R ev. W illiam  E m m itt
P a s to r :  Rev. T . C. F re n c h , J r .  
A sst: Rev. Shelby P . Newm an
P a s to r :  Rev. T. W. T e r ra l  
M usic 8t Youth: R ev. Sam m y David 
E ducation: Rev. W ayne W ingate
P a s to r :  Rev. G e ra ld  R. C h an ce llo r
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M etro p o litan  
M onte Sano 
New H aven 
N orth  H ighlands
N orthdale
N o rth s id e  B a p tis t 
O a k c re s t B ap tis t 
P a rk v iew  B ap tis t
P laq u em in e  F i r s t  B a p tis t 
P o r t  A llen  F i r s t  B a p tis t 
S haron  B a p tis t 
Sherw ood B a p tis t 
South B ou levard
South side  B a p tis t
S tevendale  B a p tis t 
T rin ity  B a p tis t
U n iv ers ity  B a p tist
P a s to r :  Rev. M illa rd  B. Box
P a s to r :  Rev. Don G en try
P a s to r :  Rev. B a rry  J .  M cC arti
P a s to r ;  Rev. J . F u lto n  M cG raw  
E ducation: Rev. C la ire  Abney
P a s to r :  Rev. Ja m es  V. Sciv icque 
M usic & E ducation: R ev . T e r r y  
Scivicque
P a s to r :  Rev. Odus Ja c k so n
P a s to r :  Rev. R aleigh M. Ja m e s
P a s to r :  Rev. L>. E. T ra x le r  
M usic & Youth: Rev. P h ill ip  
W illis
P a s to r :  R ev. R obert A. M enck
P a s to r :  Rev. W. F . K ennedy
P a s to r :  R ev. C h a rle s  M o rr is
P a s to r :  Rev. C h a rle s  S. Roe 
M usic & Education: R ev . C le itu s 
F o r te n b e r ry
P a s to r :  R ev. Tom m y H a r r e l l  
E ducation: Rev. J a m e s  B e rth e lo t
P a s to r :  R ev. Ronnie W ales
P a s to r :  R ev. Wayne D. B ry an  
M usic & Youth: Rev. R o g e r 
M cNeil
P a s to r :  R ev. G eorge A. H aile  
Youth: R ev. John S e tch fie ld
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V ic to r ia  B ap tist
W eller Avenue B a p tis t 
W inbourne B ap tis t
W oodlawn B ap tis t
Z o ar B a p tis t
IV. INDEPENDENT BA PTIST
A ntioch B a p tis t
B eech  G rove B a p tis t
B ethany B a p tis t
B eulah  B a p tis t
C a lv a ry  T h ird  B a p tis t
C om m unity B ap tis t
D onaldson C hapel, F i r s t  
B a p tis t C hurch
E b e n e z e r B a p tis t
E lm  G rove
E lm  P a rk
E v e rg re e n  B a p tis t
F a irv ie w  B a p tis t
F e llo w sh ip  B ap tist
P a s to r :  Rev. Jo e l P . H ilburn  
M usic & Youth: Rev. Ja m e s  D. 
C a r te r
P a s to r :  Rev. H e rsc h e l B. D ean
P a s to r :  Rev. Donald C. B row n 
E ducation : Rev. J im  R ich a rd so n
P a s to r :  R ev. Roy M cD aniel 
E ducation: Rev. A m on M ille r
P a s to r :  Rev. J im m y  A lb ritto n  
M usic 8c Youth: Rev. W ilburn 
W alker
E ducation: Rev. L ou is L a m b e rt
R ev. Eugene H a r r is
Rev. R. A. C la rk  
R ev . L eon R ich a rd so n
Rev. C h a rle s  T . Sm ith
R ev. John H. T hom as 
R ev. J . R. W illiam s
R ev. G oodm an 
'Rev. Q. T. E ll is
F ir s t  A lp ine B ap tist
F i r s t  B a p tis t of H il lc re s t
F i r s t  B a p tis t C hurch  of 
P o r t  A llen
F i r s t  B a p tis t C hurch  of 
R ichm ond P a rk
F i r s t  D am ascu s
F i r s t  E m anuel
F i r s t  L ittle  Rock
F rie n d sh ip  B a p tis t
G ethsem ane
G loryland B a p tis t
G re a te r  A rlin g to n
G re a te r  B eech  G rove
G re a te r  Hollywood B a p tis t
G re a te r  M ount G ideon
G re a te r  New G alilee
G re a te r  New G uide
G re a te r  New L ight
G re a te r  St. J a m e s
G re a te r  St. John
G re a te r  St. Luke
H ard ing  S tre e t  B a p tis t
H illtop  B ap tist
R ev. L . Snowden 
Rev. L. R. Shelton 
R ev. M ax L ee
R ev. L . V. W insey
Rev.. G eorge  C. C la rk
R ev . G riffin
R ev. John D. L ands
R ev. E . S purlock
Rev. E dw ard  H ow ard 
Rev. C. N. B u r re l l  
R ev. J . H. F re e m a n  
Rev. H. B. W illiam s 
Rev. W illiam  J . Sim on
I s r a e l i te  B a p tis t Rev. J .  David
King David. B ap tis t Rev. Is ia h  H. W arn er
King Solo m an  B a p tis t Rev. T u rn e r
L ittle  R ising  Sun
L ittle  Rock Rev. B rpoks
L ittle  Z ion
M acedonia B a p tis t Rev. S. L. B u rden
M agnolia  B a p tis t Rev. E dd ie  P e rk in s
M cKowen B a p tis t Rev. A lvin  L. M cC ro ry
M illda le  B a p tis t (Z achary) Rev. J .  R o b ertso n
M orning S ta r Rev. W ilb ert Ja ck so n
M ount A rro n Rev. W. L. B ailey
M ount B ethe l Rev. Is ia h  H. W a rn e r
M ount C a lv a ry R ev. A. L. P i tc h e r
M ount C anaan Rev. C la re n c e  B rid g ew a te r
M ount C a rm e l Rev. S. L . B urden
M ount G illion
M ount H e rm an Rev. C. Jones
M ount P i lg r im Rev. H. B. W illiam s
Mt. P i lg r im Rev. E . M. W hite
M ount P le a s a n t R ev. C . N. M o rr is
M ount O live Rev. C . C o llin s
M ount Z ion -
Mount Zion F ir s t  B ap tist
N azaren e  B a p tis t






New J e ru s a le m
New L ight




N orth  H ighlands
P i lg r im  R e s t B a p tis t
P o p la r  G rove  B a p tis t 
(P o r t  A llen)
P ro g re s s iv e  B a p tis t
R isen  Sun B a p tis t
R ev ela tio n  B a p tis t
R iv e r  O aks B a p tis t
Rock Z ion
Rev. J .  J . Je m iso n  
Rev. G. R. C la rk  
Rev. Q. T. E llis
Rev. Johnson  
Rev. John  D. L ands 
Rev. J .  F re e m a n  
Rev. Ja k e  W. Johnson  
Rev. M. F o s te r  
Rev. H. B. W illiam s 
Rev. M cK inley C. Sm ith
Rev. J .  R. W illiam s 
Rev. J . F u lto n  M cG raw  
Rev. C la re n c e  B rid g ew a te r
Rev. R . D ouglas T hom as 
R ev. W. P itc h e r  
Rev. L . A n d erso n  
Rev. A lv in  L. P a r i s h  
Rev. J . R. Lew is
R ose of S h arro n
St. John  B ap tis t
St. Jo sep h  B a p tis t
St, L uke B ap tis t
St. M ary  B ap tis t
St. P a u l M iss io n a ry  B ap tis t
St. R aym ond D ivine 
S p ir itu a l B a p tis t
Second B a p tis t C hurch
Second T ru e  L ight
Shiloh B a p tis t
Shiloh B a p tis t (P o r t  A llen)
Sixty Aid B a p tis t
S ta r H ill B ap tis t
S ta r  of B eth lehem
The S ta r  of B eth lehem
S tra ig h t L ife  B a p tis t
S u llivan  Road B a p tis t
Sw eet H om e B a p tis t
T em p le  B ap tis t
T im b e rlin e  B ap tis t
T ru e  L ight
T ru e  Love
Rev. J .  R . C la rk
Rev. N. T. C alvin  
Rev. J a m e s  A n d erso n
Rev. E . D. B illops
R ev. C h a rle s  T . S m ith  
R ev. Sm ith
Rev. R o b e rt A llen  C la rk  
R ev. J . H. F re e m a n  
R ev. D ix ie  M ajor
R ev. H. P . G reene  
R ev. Bobby B u rn e tt
R ev. C. A. F o r r e s t  
Rev. John  H ills
T ru e  Vine B ap tia t
C e n tra l B a p tis t  Rev. Bob Sm ith
F i r s t  B ib le  B a p tis t Rev. D ean J . D av idson
P a rk  F o r e s t  B a p tis t
. MISCELLANEOUS
A. CHURCH OF CHRIST
C hurch  of C h r is t  M in is te r  E lton D ilbeck
{4055 E . B rookstow n)
C hurch  of C h r is t  
(9824 F o s te r  D rive)
C hurch  of C h r is t  M in is te r  G eorge T . E ld rid g e
{4270 P e rk in s  Road)
C hurch  of C h r is t  M in is te r  Johnny P a rk s
(1414 N. 32nd S tre e t)
C hurch  of C h r is t  
(2873 M iss io n  D riv e)
M in is te r  G eorge O. F ru z ia ,  J  
F a m ily  L ife  M in is te r  Ron 
C u lliso n  
C am pus M in is te r  B ill  Love
B. CHURCH OF GOD
C hurch  of C h r is t  
(4040 N orth  B ou levard )
C hurch  of God Rev, D avid B eatty
(3765 N orth  A cad ian  
T h w y .)
C hurch  of God 
(4420 C row n A venue)
V illa  d e l Rey C hurch  Rev. G e ra ld  Johnson , S r .
of God
170
E vange line  S tre e t C hurch  R ev. E . E ugene M o rriso n  
of God
F i r s t  C hurch  of God
H ighland P a rk  C hurch  
of God
R ev. J .  L e s lie  F a u n tle ro y  
R ev. J .  B. Youngblood
C. CHURCH OF GOD IN CHRIST
C hurch  of God in  C h r is t  
(4184 B illops)
C hurch  of God in  C h r is t  
(731 Bob W hite)
C hurch  of God in  C h r is t  
New M acedonia
C hurch  of God in  C h r is t  
(1450 M yrtle)
D. MISSIONARY BA PTIST
New B eechg rove  B a p tis t R ev. E . L loyd Johnson
M acedonia  M iss io n a ry  R ev. D. N ew m an
B a p tis t
Shadygrove B a p tis t
R ev. J a m e s  S tam pley
B ishop  W. K. G ordonj S r.
Rev. L loyd N elson
B ishop  W. K. G ordon
E .
Rev. E . L loyd Johnson  
CHURCH OF TH E  NAZARENE FIRST
S ix ty -E ig h th  A venue 
B a p tis t
C hurch  of the N a za ren e  Rev. H. M. F o r e s t e r  
F i r s t
C hurch  of the  N a za ren e  R ev . John  K end rick  
T r in ity
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F . CHURCH OF THE L A TTER  DAY SAINTS
B ak er W ard B ishop C h a rle s  Dixon
B aton Rouge W ard B ishop  G eorge L. E ite l
B aton  Rouge Second B ishop W ayne M ayhew, J r .
W ard
R eorgan ized  C hurch
G. PEN TECO STA L
F i r s t  P e n te c o s ta l  of 
P o r t  A llen
F i r s t  P e n te c o s ta l 
(B aton Rouge)
H. UNITED PEN TEC O STA L 
U nited P e n te c o s ta l
F o s te r  D riv e  U nited Rev. W. W. S is tru n k
P e n te c o s ta l
I. ASSEMBLY OF GOD
A ssem b ly  of God, B ak er R ev. E v e re tt  H urley
A ssem b ly  of God, Rev. R onald Wood
C e n tra l
A ssem b ly  of God, F i r s t  Rev. H. L. C a r ro l l ,  J r .  
C hurch
F a ith  A ssem b ly  of God Rev. L ew is F . S u llivan
J . REORGANIZED L A T T E R  DAY SAINTS 
K. UNITARIAN Rev. Toby V an B u ren
S o u rc es  of In fo rm a tio n
1. L o u is ian a  In te rc h u rc h  C onfe rence
2. R om an C atho lic  D io cese  of B aton Rouge
3. Ju d so n  B a p tis t A sso c ia tio n
4. B aton  R ouge M in is te r ia l  A sso c ia tio n
5. M in is te r ia l  F e llo w sh ip  of B aton Rouge
A PPEN D IX  II
GUIDE TO FOCUSED INTERVIEW
I. P u rp o s e  of In terv iew : To d isc o v e r  a  c le rg y m a n 's  v iew  of the 
in te ra c t io n  betw een re lig io n  and p o litic s
II. Id en tif ic a tio n  of C le rg y m en  In te rv iew ed




E . S a la ry  range
F . P a r i s h  s ize
III. Q u estio n s
A . Specific*
1. Is the  ch u rch  a  s ig n ifican t m o ld e r  of v a lu es  in  the  
com m unity?
2. Do p o litic ia n s  think c le rg y m e n  a r e  in flu e n tia l?
3. Should c le rg y m e n  jo in  p eace fu l d e m o n s tra tio n s  fo r  ju s t  
c a u se s  ?
4. Should the  c h u rc h  c o n c e n tra te  on m aking "good m en" 
and  le t  them  m ake  a "good so c ie ty " ?
5. Is  God a p e rs o n a l, s u p e rn a tu ra l  being  ?
6. If you p re a c h e d  on p o v e rty , r a c e  re la tio n s , the  V ietnam  
w a r , a b o rtio n , would you change som e m inds in  your 
co n g reg a tio n ?
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7. If you p re a c h e d  on p o v e rty , ra c e  re la tio n s , the 
V ietnam  w a r , ab o rtio n , would you be in  tro u b le  w ith 
y o u r co n g reg a tio n ?
8. Do you b e lie v e  in  life  a f te r  d ea th ?
9. W hich should  m o st change the a ttitu d e s  of the  people:
a . P r e s s u r e s  fro m  b u s in e ss  ?
b. A hum an re la tio n s  w orkshop?
c. R epentance fro m  th e ir  s in s?
10. S ocially  speak ing , do m in is te r s  en joy  a h igh s ta tu s  in  
th e ir  com m unity?
11. Is  the pow er of c le rg y m e n  to in fluence  p o litic a l 
d e c is io n s  grow ing o r  w aning?
12. Do a ll  th ings w ork  to g e th e r  fo r good fo r  th o se  who love 
the  L o rd ?
13. Is  the m o st im p o rta n t w o rk  of th e  ch u rch  in  saving 
so u ls  ?
14. Should the  ch u rch  take  th e  lead  in  stam ping  out ra c ia l  
in ju s tic e ?
15. D oes the c h u rc h  have a  re sp o n s ib ili ty  in  b ring ing  about 
co o p era tio n  betw een  la b o r  and m anagem en t?
16. Is  the  w ork  of a  c le rg y m a n  p e rso n a lly  rew ard in g ?  In 
w hat w ays?
17. M o ra l su a s io n  is  the m o s t potent w eapon in  the hands 
of a sk illed  c le rg y m an .
18. W hen did you la s t  p re a c h  on:
a . R ace re la t io n s ?
b. P o v e rty ?
c. A bortio n?
d. G am bling ?
e. P o li t ic a l  c o rru p tio n ?
f. V ietnam  ?
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19. Is  the only value  one d e r iv e s  fro m  p ra y e r  p sy ch o ­
lo g ic a l?
20. Is  J e s u s  C h r is t  bo th  hum an and d iv ine?
21. A p e rs o n a l e x p e rien c e  of J e s u s  C h r is t  a s  L o rd  and 
S av io r is  e s s e n tia l  fo r  sa lvation .
22. Should c le rg y m e n  s tic k  to re lig io n  and s tay  out of 
p o lit ic s ?
23. If a l l  the  m in is te r s  p re a c h e d  a g a in s t the  u se  of v io lence  
in  m isd e m e a n o rs , w hat would be  th e  e ffec t on the 
g o v e rn o r o r  the  m a y o r?
24. W hich g ro u p s a re  m o st in flu en tia l in  yo u r com m unity?
a. B u s in e ss
b. L abo r
c. P ro fe s s io n a ls
d. S p ec ia l in te r e s t  g roups
e. F a r m e r s
f. C h u rch es
25. Is  y o u r w ay of doing th ings ap t to be  m isu n d e rs to o d  by 
p eop le?
26. W hat do you th ink  a p e rs o n  ought to do in  o rd e r  to be a 
good A m e ric a n ?
27. What do you think i t  m ean s  to ta lk  abou t the "A m erican  
Way of L ife "  ?
28. Som e peop le  th ink a  p e rs o n  should  go along w ith w h a t­
e v e r  h is  co u n try  do es even  if he  d is a g re e s  w ith  it.
How do you fe e l abou t th a t?
29. Do you p a r t ic ip a te  in  the  B aton  Rouge M in is te r ia l  
A sso c ia tio n ?  Why o r  why no t?  W hat is  your judgm ent 
in  r e  i ts  e ffe c tiv e n e ss?
30. If you had  i t  to do ag a in , w ould you becom e a c le rg y ­
m an?
31. W hat c o n s titu te s  a  su c c e ss fu l m in is te r ?
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B. G en era l: E xp lanation  and d isc u ss io n  of the  N iebuh rian  
M odels
1. W hich m odel d e s c r ib e s  the  p re s e n t  s itu a tio n ?
2 .  W hich m odel ought the  c h u rc h  to ad o p t?
3. W hich m odel d e s c r ib e s  you, p e rso n a lly ?
^ T h ese  questio n s a r e  tak en  fro m  e s ta b lish e d  te s tin g  in s t r u ­
m e n ts . Som e have been  r e s ta te d  fo r  the  focused  in te rv ie w , b u t a ll 
have  b een  freq u e n tly  u sed .
A . O rthodoxy
1. G lock and  S tark : D im en sio n s of R e lig ious C om m itm en t 
( 1966)
2.  L.enski: R elig ion  O rien ta tio n  and Invo lvem ent (1963)
B. S e lf-E s te e m
1. C o ppersm ith : S e lf -E s te e m  Inven to ry  (1967)
2.  Sherw ood: In v en to ry  of the S elf C oncept (196Z)
C . A liena tion  and A nom ie
1. H orton  and T hom pson: P o l i t ic a l  A lien a tio n  (1962)
2.  C rum baugh: P u rp o s e  in  L ife  T e s t (1968)
D. P o li t ic a l  A ttitudes
1. M ilb ra th : Inpu ts to the  P o l i t ic a l  S ystem  (1968)
2. De L o m a te r , K atz and K elm an: N ational Invo lvem en t 
S ca le  (1968)
A PPE N D IX  III
AN A FFIRM A TIO N  O F BASIC RELIGIOUS PR IN C IPL ES
MAY, 1961
In v iew  of the  continu ing  ten s io n s  in  ou r com m un ity , we, as 
m in is te r s  of God, canno t be  s ile n t about o u r co n v ic tio n s . We b e liev e  
th a t w ithou t de lay , we m u st fac e  th e se  i s s u e s  openly  and v o lu n ta rily  
in  o rd e r  to re d u c e  p re ju d ic e , h a tre d , su ffe rin g , and in ju s tic e . We 
a r e  conv inced  th a t o u r p ro b le m s  m u s t be faced  in  the  s p i r i t  of the 
love  of God.
We a r e  conv inced  th a t th e se  p ro b le m s canno t be so lved  a p a r t  
f ro m  G od 's teach in g s . We a ff irm  th a t the  fo llow ing re le v a n t te a c h ­
in g s  fro m  the B ible a r e  the  b a s is  fo r  any so lu tions:
1. T hat God the  F a th e r  c re a te d  a l l  m en  in  h is  own im age 
w ith  equal d ign ity  and  w o rth , giving no s u p e r io r i ty  to any 
one r a c e  o r  g roup  of peop le , but o rd a in in g  th a t they should  
liv e  a s  b r o th e r s ,  w ith  ju s t ic e , decency , and h u m ility .
2. T hat God o f fe rs  the  sam e  p ro m is e  of red e m p tio n  equally  
to a l l  m en, a ll  c la s s e s ,  a l l  r a c e s ,  and a l l  n a tio n s.
3. T hat b e c a u se  of h is  in fin ite  goodness, God condem ns a ll  
a c ts  of in ju s tic e , a l l  h a tre d , a l l  a b u se , and a l l  p e r s e c u ­
tion  of m en .
4. T h at G od 's re d e m p tiv e  pow er en ab les  m en  to o v e rco m e  
p re ju d ic e , h a tre d , d is c r im in a tio n , and ex p lo ita tio n  of 
o th e rs .
5. T h at God, who is  L ove, se ek s  to c r e a te  ju s t ic e  and tru e  
b ro th e rh o o d . T h at s in c e  God c a l ls  m en  to  s e rv e  h im  by 
se rv in g  one a n o th e r , i t  is  im p o ss ib le  to love  God w ithout 
lov ing  o n e 's  fe llow  m an.
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In the lig h t of th e se  b a s ic  p r in c ip le s , we a ff irm  the follow ing:
1. T h at we uphold freed o m  of speech  and fre e d o m  of 
a sse m b ly  fo r  a l l  p e rs o n s , w ithout f e a r  of th re a t  o r  
in tim id a tio n  and  th a t th e se  freed o m s m u s t a t  a l l  c o s ts  
be  p re s e rv e d .
2. T h a t each  c it iz e n  m u st r e a l iz e  h is  m o ra l  re s p o n s ib ili ty  
to God fo r  h is  a c tio n s  a ffec tin g  h is  n e ig h b o r. T h at he 
should  con tinually  s tr iv e  to  conquer a l l  p re ju d ic e , and to  
e lim in a te  f ro m  h is  speech  te rm s  of con tem p t and fro m  
h is  conduct, a c tio n s  of i l l  w ill.
3. T h at we en co u rag e  in d iv id u a ls  in  both p r iv a te  l ife  and 
public  o ffice  to re fu s e  to  p a r t ic ip a te  in  p h y s ic a l o r  v e rb a l 
th re a ts ,  v io len ce  and c h a r a c te r  a s s a s s in a t io n s .
4. T h at p a re n ts  and  a l l  who in fluence  c h ild re n  m u s t b e  on 
g u a rd  n e ith e r  to p a s s  on to them  the s in s  of p re ju d ic e , 
no r to lead  them  in  r a c ia l  d isc r im in a tio n .
5. T hat ev e ry  p e rs o n  h as the r ig h t  to fu lly  develop  h is  
d iv in e ly -g iv en  c a p a c itie s  and  to sh a re  ju s t ly  in  the 
m e a su re  of the b le s s in g s  of o u r F a th e r 's  w orld .
6. T hat we should co m m it o u rse lv e s  in d iv id u a lly  and c o rp o ­
ra te ly  to do som eth ing  abou t im prov ing  the  re la tio n sh ip s  
am ong the  r a c e s ,  s ince  w e reco g n ize  th a t such  a c tio n  is  
a  p a r t  of G od 's w ill.
T h e re fo re :
No. 1. The pub lic  school sy s te m  of o u r s ta te  m u s t be 
m ain ta ined .
No. 2. E v e ry  c it iz e n  of the  s ta te  p o s s e s s e s  equal r ig h ts  
and re s p o n s ib ili t ie s  u n d e r law .
No. 3. D isc r im in a tio n  on acc o u n t of r a c e  o r  re lig io n  is  a  
v io la tio n  of the d iv ine  law  of Dove.
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